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Current Topics. 
Local Probate District Registrars. 


THE OFFICE of Registrar of a local probate district registry 
is one of the comparatively few appointments in connection with 
the courts which are open to solicitors; but of late years we 
believe that these posts have been frequently filled by the appoint- 
ment of officials from Somerset House. We are glad to learn 
that the President of the Probate Division has departed from 
this practice, and has appointed Mr. JoHN Moore-BayYLey, 
solicitor, of Birmingham, Registrar of the Warwickshire Probate 
District Registry, the district of which includes Birmingham. 
The thanks of the profession are due to the learned President, 
not merely because of the personal qualifications of his appointee, 
and of the selection for thee post of a member of a profession 
whose training and work specially fit its members for such posts, 
but also because the appointment has been made without regard 
to politics, Mr. Moor&-BayYLey being well-known as a strong 
Unionist, 


Solicitor’s Liability for Breach of Warranty. 


Tue Court of Appeal, in Simmons v. Liberal Opinion (Limited), Re 
Dunn (ante, p. 315), have reversed the decision of Mr. Justice 
DARLING as to the liability of a solicitor who accepts service of, 
and enters appearance to, a writ issued against a corporation 
which in fact had no legal existence. In the well-known case 
of Yonge v. Toynbee (1910, 1 K. B. 215) a solicitor who commenced 
proceedings on the instructions of a plaintiff who turned out to 
be of unsound mind, and therefore unable to deliver a binding 
retainer—a fact unknown at the time to the solicitor—was held 
to have warranted the existence of bis client, and therefore to 
be liable for any costs thrown away by the defendant as the 
result of the proceedings. In the recent decision this principle has 
been extended to the case in which an action is ee against a 
non-existent defendant company on whose behalf a solicitor entera 
an appearance, and the Court of Appeal have ordered the latter to 
pay all the costs of the action which the plaintiff was otherwise 
unable to recover. As the case is one of great importance to 
solicitors, we trust that the decision of the final Court of Appeal 
will be taken upon it, 
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The Perjury Bill and the Offence of Perjury. 


Tue Persury Bit, an Act to consolidate and simplify the | ; 
brought into the | #£¢ the shares had fallen in value. 


law relating to perjury and kindred offences, 
House of Lords by the Lord Chancellor, repeals a numbe 
statutes reaching back as far as the reign of Henry VIIL., 
reproducing or otherwise dealing with provisions in these Acts. 
The object, it will be seen, is not to alter the existing | 
to bring it into a more convenient form. The progress 
civilization has not been accompanied by a decline in the offence 
of perjury. Many years have passed since Archdeacon PALey, 
in his work on Moral Philosophy, referred to the recklessness 
with which certain official and customary oaths were taken and 
afterwards disregarded, and we have recently read a passage 
from a report of the Special Tax Commissioner to the New York 
Legislature in which he says: “Oaths as a matter of restraint 
or as a guarantee of truth in respect to official statements have 
in great measure ceased to be effectual; or, in other words, per- 
jury, direct or constructive, has become so common as to almost 
cease to occasion notice. This is the all but unanimous testi 
mony of officials who have of late had extensive experience in 
the administration of both the national and state revenue laws.” 
We sincerely hope that the declarations which the recent addi 
tions to the scale of taxation in this country render necessary 
may not have the tendency as regards perjury which similar 
taxation has produced in other States. Should this hope be 
vain it will be another illustration of the fact that laws without 
morality are helpless. 


The Indexes to Law Books 

WE READ in the /Vestminster Gazetle that at the hearing of a 
case at the Nottingham Assizes Mr. Justice CHANNELL remarked, 
in regard to legal reference books in general, that there was 
plenty of matter in the books, but the indices were so arranged 
as to make it almost impossible to find what one wanted. If 
any member of the bar had plenty of time at his disposal, he 
might usefully employ it in the compilation of an index to these 
volumes. We cordially agree with the observations of the 
learned jud re, though we think there has been some improve- 
ment in the indices which have been published within the last 
few years. We cannot, however, be surprised at any lack of 
improvement in this particular industry. An index, good or 
bad, involves dull and arduous labour—labour which is nearly 
always poorly paid, and labour which adds little or nothing to 
the learning or skill of the labourer. It has, indeed, of late 
years, become the fashion in the prefaces to law books to speak 
with some respect of the manner in which the task of preparing 
the index has been executed, and it is perhaps no longer usual 
to speak of an index maker as one engaged in the humblest 
department of literary labour. The index to a law book, if 
judiciously arranged, is in the nature of a digest of the law, and 
the preparation of a digest of the different chapters of the law 
is the best introduction to the preparation of a code. 


Mar 

Tit pvoctrine of marshalling has been usually applied as 
hetween persons interested in the real and personal estate of a 
testator, and is founded on the principle that if a creditor, who 
can resort to either estate, resorts to the personal estate, his 
choice shall not determine whether pecuniary legatees shall be 
paid or not. Accordingly the legatees are entitled to stand in 
his place against the real estate descended: Aldrich v. Cooper 
(8 Ves. p. 396). But the principle equally applies whenever 
property is applied in payment of debts out of its due order, and 
the beneficiary whose property has been so applied is entitled 
to compensation out of the property which was the proper fund 
for payment. 


halling between Legatees. 
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aw, but | Since this represented the actual loss to him. 


the testator’s death, and was only éntitled to the shares con- 
tingently om his attaining twenty-one. When he attained that 
Hence there was a further 


r of | question whether he was entitled to compensation on the footing 
and | of their value at the testator’s death or at his attaining twenty- 


‘one. NEVILLE, J., held that the latter value was to be taken, 
Similarly in 


of | Aforley v. Bird (3 Ves. 629), where stock specifically bequeathed 


|had been sold by the executor, the legatee was held to be 


lentitled to the value of the stock at the end of a year from 
the testator’s death, the date when it should have been trans. 
| ferred to him. 

| 


Mortgages of Heirlooms. 


| IN THE RECENT case of Re Thynne (1911, 1 Ch. 282 
NEVILLE, J., held that a reversionary interest in settled chattels 
is a chose in action within the meaning of the Bills of Sale Acts, 
eo that a mortzage of such interest does not require registration 
as a bill of sale. This is in accordance with the decision of 

|Witts, J., in De Tritton, Ex parte Singleton (61 L. T. 301), 

| Under section 4 of the Bills of Sale Act, 1878, the expression 

| “bill of sale” includes assurances of personal chattels, and the 

expression ‘personal chattels” is defined to mean articles 
| capable of complete transfer by delivery, but it does not include 
choses in action. In Re Trition (supra) a testator gave to his wife 
the right to the possession of his pictures during his life, and 
subject to this, bequeathed the pictures to his son «bsclutely, 
The son assigned his reversionary interest under the will by way 
of mortgage and afterwards became bankrupt. WILLs J., held 
that his interest in the chattels was a chose in action ; hence 
the mortgage was not a bill of sale and was effectual 
against the trustee in bankruptey. In Re Thynne the 
circumstances were similar, except that the chattels were 
settled by means of the intervention of a trustee. (Under the 
will of a testator who died in 1881 certain articles of jewellery 
and ornament were settled as heirlooms to follow the limitations 
of real estate under a settlement. In 1890, during the life of 
the tenant for life, the tenant in tail in remainder mortgaged all 
his interest under the settlement and will, and in 1891 became 
| bankrupt. The tenant for life died in 1910. It was argued 
| for the trustee in bankruptcy that the expression choses in «ction 
in the Bills of Sale Act, 1878, referred to legal choses in action, 
| but it seems to be quite immaterial whether the chose in «ction 
is legal or equitable. The choses in action referred to must be 
rigbts in chattels, and the expression denotes cases where a 
person has an interest in chattels, but has not the immediate 
| right te physical possession. In such case he obtains no credit 
by being in the apparent possession of the chattels, and, both on 
the terms of the Acts and on principle, an assurance of a rever 
sionary interest in settled heirlooms is outside their scope. 








|The Meaning of “Domestic Purposes.” 

THE DIFFICULTIES which attend upon the judicial inter- 
| pretation of statutes are aptly illustrated in a recent series of 
| cases which have arisen under various Acts relating to water 
| supply. As a result of the Waterworks Clauses Acts of 1847 
‘and 1863, the general law, except eo far as modified by the 
| special Act which every water company must obtain, is that a 
consumer is entitled to a supply of water for “domestic pur- 

poses,” for which he must pay a water rate assessed on the 
rateable value of his premises. He is not entitled as of right to 
a supply of water for any non-domestic purpose, but the under- 
| takers may give him such supply by agreement. In most cases, 
| however, the special Act gives him—with certain limitations as 
| to the prior requirement of “domestic supply ”—a right to 4 


In the recent case of Le Broadwood (1911, 1 Ch. | supply of water for trade and other similar purposes upon pay- 


227) the question arose between a specific legatee of shares and | ment for the same by meter at a rate fixed in the Act. Finally, 


pecuniary legatees. Some of the shares had been transferred to 
a creditor in payment of his debt. There was residuary 
personal estate, but this was not sufficient to pay two legacies 
of £10,000. 
for debts before the specific legacy, and accordingly the 
value of the shares which had been transferred had to he made | 
good at their expense. The specific legatee was an infant at | 


The pecuniary legacies, however, were liable | 


the Metropolitan Water Board (Charges) Act, 1907, has 4 
peculiar provision of its own. It contains the usual clauses 
which enable a supply of water “for domestic purposes” to be 
obtained by assessment on rateable value, snd a supply for 
other purposes by meter. It goes on, however, to pro’ ide, 
in section 9, for a certain difference between the rating 
of premises which receive a supply for “domestic purposes, 
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gocording as they happen to be “«dwelling-houses” or other 
* Domestic purposes” is also defined as excluding, 
inter alia, “ railway purposes” and trade purposes. Now, in the 
Tecent case of Metropolitan Water Board vy. Colley’s Patents (Limited) 
(ante, p. 311) the question arose as to whether water supplied 
to a factory for the cleansing of lavatories which the employer 
is bound to supply under the Factory Acts is a supply for 
“domestic purposes ” or for “‘ trade purposes.” If the former, the 
factory was liable to be assessed to the water rate on its full 
rateable value, as well as to pay by meter for water used in 
the running of its machines. If the latter, the factory need 
only pay by meter for the quantity of water actually con- 
sumed, 


The Test of “Domestic” or “Trade” Purposes. 


A sERIES of recent cases, decided under this and other 
statutes, has decided that the test of “domestic” or “ trade’ 
purposes is not the character of the premises, but the nature 
of the user. Thus water supplied to a workhouse, a boarding- 
house or a boarding-school is supplied for “ domestic purposes,” 
since the user of the water is that of ordinary domestic life: 
SW. Suburban Water Co. v. St. Marylebone Union (1904, 2 K. B, 
174), Frederick v. Bognor Water Co, (1909, 1 Ch. 149). From 
this principle that the test is the “user” not the “ premises ” one 
would naturally suppose that water supplied to the lavatories of 
a railway station was supplied for “domestic purposes.” But 
last year, in the case of Metropolitan Water Board vy. London, 
Brighton and South Coast Railway (1910, 2 K. B= 891) Mr. 
Justice PHILLIMMORE added a refinement to the doctrine, which 
was accepted by the Court of Appeal. He held that 
“* domestic purposes’ must relate to use ‘at a domus or domicil ’” 
as well as for the ordinary user of civilized life. Since a railway 
station does not bear the character of a domicil, no water supplied 
to it can bear the character of a supply for “domestic purposes.” 
At first sight, the plain man would suppose that a factory 
was not a “domicil,” and that, therefore, the water supplied 
to factory lavatories could not be for “domestic” purposes. But 
two recent cases (South Suburban (as Coe. v. Metropolitan 
Water Board (1909, 2 Ch. 666) .and Metropolitan Water Board 
v. Colley’s Patents (Limited) (s*;.a) refuse to take that view—at 
Jeast in areas subject to the Mvtropolitan Water Board and _ its 
Act. The ground of distinction appears to be that at a railway 
station only casual passengers on their way from one place to 
another use the water, whereas at a factory there is a permanent 
user all day long by the same persons ; therefore, in the language 
of COLERIDGE, J.,the building is their domicil for the domestic 
purpose of using the conveniences during the hours of their em- 
ployment. In the last mentioned case both the Divisional Court 
and the Court of Appeal were divided in opinion, so that we 
may expect an appeal to the House of Lords. Certainly, at 
present, it is not easy to reconcile all the decisions upon this 
point without resorting to arguments which are too refined for 
ordinary common sense. 


Purchaser Under a Contract Voidable for Fraud. 


THE REPORT of the judgments in the Court of Appeal in 
Whitehorn Brothers v. Davison (1911, 1 K. B. 463) contains 
instructive reading as to the ultimate title to goods which have 
been obtained by fraud. One Brurorp, who was a dealer in 
pearls, induced the plaintiffs to let him have a pearl necklace, 
the price of which was £1,400, on his representation that he 
had a customer for it. The customer was a myth, but after 
some delay the plaintiffs consented to take Brurorp’s bills for 
the price. Meanwhile, Brurorp had pledged the necklace with 
the defendant for £875, and subsequently the defendant made 
a further advance. The bills were dishonoured at maturity. 
The question was discussed whether the necklace had been 
obtained by larceny by a trick, or by contract voidable for 
fraud. Apparently there was no larceny, since the plaintiffs, 
though they may not have intended to pass the property 
in the necklace to BRUFORD, at any rate intended to 
ive him power to dispose of it. A man may, said 
UCKLEY, L.J., steal a chattel, but he cannot steal the 
power to dispose of a chattel. This, however, was not 


material, since,| if there had been larceny originally, so that 
the title remained in the plaintiffs, yet the subsequent arrange- 
ment shewed that the plaintiffs had intentionally parted with 
the property and taken bills for the price. Hence the 
question was whether they could avoid the contract and retake 
the necklace as against the defendant. This depended on 
whether the defendant took in good faith and without notice of 
the fraud, and the jury found at the trial that he did not. But 
in such a case, the Court of Appeal held, the onus of proving 
notice and want of good faith lies on the plaintiff who seeks to 
avoid the contract, and not on the defendant who has taken a 
title under it ; and since it was further held that there was -no 
evidence to support the finding of the jury, this onus had not 
been discharged. Hence judgment was entered forthe defendant, 
Section 23 of the Sale of Goods Act, 1893, enacts that when the 





iseller of goods has a voidable title, but his title has not 


’| been avoided at the time of the sale, the buyer acquires a good 


| title, provided he buys in good faith and without notice. But 
this does not alter the usual rule under such circumstances and 
shift to the buyer the onus of proving that he is within the 
proviso. 
Estate Duty on Sums Due Under Settlements, 
WHEN REAL estate passing on death is subject to a charge of 
a capital sum in favour of beneficiaries under the will of the 
deceased or under a prior settlement, it is natural that this 
sum, since in effect it represents part of the real estate, should 
pay its rateable share of estate duty, and provision to this 
effect is made by section 14 (1) of the Finance Act, 1894. Thus, 
in the case of property which does not pass to the executor as 
such a rateable part of the estate duty may be recovered by 
the executor, if he has paid the duty, from the person entitled 
to any sum charged on the property under a disposition not 
containing any express provision to the contrary. But in cases 
where the sum, although charged on real estate, is payable under 
a covenant by the testator contained in a marriage settlement, 
and his personal estate is sufficient for the payment, the charge 
is in fact prejudicial to the settlement, since on the terms of 
section 14 it throws on the settled sum a rateable proportion of 
the estate duty on the land, while if there was no charge it would 
be free from duty. This result has led to attempts both in Scot- 
land and in England to place a construction on the section which 
will exclude such sum from liability. In Alexander's Trustees v 
Alexander's Trustees (1910, Sessions Cases, 637) it was argued 
that the settled sum, if actually paid out of personal estate, was 
not charged on the land within the meaning of the Act; and 
further, that section 14 was not intended to apply to debts, but 
only to sums charged on the,land. But it is perhaps difficult to 
adopt this construction having regard to the terms of section 14, 
and it was rejected by the Court of Session. ‘That the sum is 
charged on the land is obvious, and there appears to be nothing 
in the section to exclude it on the ground that it is also a 
personal debt. It is anomalous that the creditor should have to 
pay part of the debtor's estate duty ; but if it were a debt 
incurred for money or money’s worth, it would, as Lord Low 
pointed out, be excluded in estimating the value of the property, 





and in fact the sum is not so much a debt as a family provision. 
The same point arose in Le Dizon-Hartland (ante, p. 312), where 
| by marriage settlement the testator covenanted to pay £14,286, 
and charged this on certain lands, giving the trustees power to 
‘resort either to the land or to his personal estate. The land 
| was worth some £12,000. His personal estate was £105,000, and 
‘the executors paid £15,000 of the settled sum out of the 
| personal estate. They claimed to retain the balance for estate 
‘duty paid by them on the real estate. Swinren Eapy, J., 
| followed the judgment of the Court of Session, and held that they 
| were entitled todo so. But though, on the words of section 14, 
| this result may be right, it is opposed to the scheme of the Act. 
| The effect appears to be to allow the land to pass to the persons 
| entitled to it free from duty. 


Building Contracts and Liens. 
| Tue LAw regulating specific liens has seldom of late years 
| been the subject of discussion in the courts, the reason no doubt 
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ascertained. Where a bailee has expended his labour and 
skill in the improvement of a chattel delivered to him, he has a 
lien for his charge in that respect. Tre artificer to whom the 
goods are delivered for the purpose of being worked up into 
form; the farrier by whose skill an animal is cured of a 
disease ; or the horse breaker by whose sk Il he is rendered 
manageable, have liens on the chattels in respect of their 
charges. And all such specific liens being consistent with the 
principles of natural equity are favoured by the law, which is 
construed liberally in such eases. Those, however, who are not 
acquainted with the leading prirciples of English law may 
think it strange that no lien exists in favour of a builder on the 
house which he has erected. 
quidquid plantatur solo, solo cedit, is wholly inconsistent with the 
possession which is essential to a lien, and that the only case in 
which such a claim bas been preferred by the builder is 
apparently Johnson v. Crew (5 Up. Can. Q. B, O. 8. 200), where it 
was rejected by the court. The builder might indeed stipulate 


in the contract that he should have a lien in respect of the work | 


done and materials provided on the premises of his employer, 
but these contracts, as the result of severe competition, are usually 
so framed as to give liens to the employer on the plant and 
matéria's of the builder, who can only rely on the personal liability 
of the owner of the building. 


Request for Secrecy in Bankruptcy Proceedings. 


IN A recent application on behalf of a debtor before PHILLI- | 


MORE, J., sitting in bankruptcy, it was stated that the failure 
of the debtor occurred some years since, and that he had not 
asked for his discharge. He had, however, since then worked 


diligently in his vocation, and the court had recently made 
an order annulling the adjudication on the ground that all | 


the creditors had been fully paid. The debtor desired that 
this annulment of the adjudication should not be inserted 


in the (Gazette, as the advertisement of his previous failure, | 
| home to the prisoner ” : 


which had long since been forgotten, was calculated to injure 
him in his business. The learned judge rejected the appli- 
cation, and we cannot feel any surprise at his decision, though 
it seems rather hard on the debtor. Sut in such a case, 
where it is known that a debtor has shewn a real anxiety to 


discharge his liabilities, there will be no lack of sympathy with 
his difficulties—a sympathy which is often accompanied by a | 


attempt to refer to them for the 


generous impatience of et 
scandal. 


mere purposes of ill-naturec 


Corroboration of the Evidence of an 
Accomplice. 


Casgs in which considerations arise as to the evidence of an 
accomplice are constantly occurring. They are often of considerable 


importance and present some difficulties. On the one hand, the 
desire to bring to justice a person against whom there exists 
strong suspicion of guilt of a crime is necessary and most right 
and proper, while, on the other hand, equally just is the principle 
that a man should not be lightly deprived of his liberty where 
the main evidence is that of a participator or participators in the 
crime unless there is some independent trustworthy evidence 
substantiating to some degree the tainted evidence. The 
difficulties arise with regard to the nature and extent of the 


siding chairman at the trial to direct the jury. 
Since the establishment of the Court of Criminal 


They are informed that the rule | 


| bearin 





Appeal | 
some dozen cases have been before the court which have, . : 
involved consideration of these points, and as the result of the | the latter, not to be corroboration which msde it safe to convic 


being that the principles upon which it is founded are well | another witness or other evidence, the jury were entitled to 


convict an accused person : 1 Hale (1672), 303, 304, 305. But the 


_ danger of founding a conviction upon such tainted materials wag 


soon recognized, and it became a rule of practice for judges to 
caution the jury that, unless the evidence was in fact supported 
to some extent by other independent testimony, it was unsafe to 


/act upon its#t all: 2. v. Jones (1809, 2 Camp. 131), per Lord 


ELLENBOROUGH. Opinions differed as to the exact nature and 
extent «f the corroboration required, but the cases, on the whole, 
reveal a tendency towards a stricter practice. At first all that 
was necessary was confirmation of some of the particulars or 
circumstances deposed to by the accomplice, and if that was 
forthcoming by means of independent evidence it was enough 
to make the whole story sufficiently reliable for the jury, if 
they chose, to act upon it, though there was no confirmation 
directly upon the guilt of the persons accused: 2. y. 
Atwood (1787, 1 Leach 464), R. v. Birkett (1813, R. & R. 251), 
R. v. Dawber (1821, 2 Camp. 133). 

The next step was to realize the insufficiency of this kind of 
confirmation. As early as 1787 we find doubt expressed as to 
whether the corroboration of the accomplice by the prosecutor of 
all the circumstances that passed when the offence (robbery) was 
committed upon the latter except as to the persons committing the 
crime was sufficient in the absence of “ any other evidence that 
could materially aff: ct the case,” but the twelve judges to whom the 
doubt was referred answered that the corroboration was sufficient 
to support the conviction, inasmuch as a conviction founded 
upon the uncorroborated evidence of an accomplice was quite 
legal: R. v. Atwood (supra). The doubts, however, increased in 
intensity. In 1834 it was said that “everyone will give credit 
to a man who avows himself 2 principal felon for at least know- 
ing how the felony was committed,” and it was held that the mere 
confirmation by independent evidence of the fact that a ladder was 
takenaway from certain premises as a meansof gaining ingress into 
the warehouse broken into was no corroboration at all, but that 
what was wanted was “something that goes to bring the matter 
R. v. Webb (1834, 6 C. & P. 595). So 
also in another case in the same year it was held that the 


| corroboration ought to be “as to some fact or facts the truth or 
| falsehood of which go to prove or disprove the offence charged 


against the prisoner,” and that corroboration as to collateral facts 
which did not connect the accomplice and the prisoner together 
or the prisoner with the crime was insufficient: 2. v. 4ddis (1834, 
6C. & P. 388). Again, two years later, Baron ALDERSON says, 
“ The confirmation I always advise juries to require is a confirm- 
ation of the accomplice in some fact which goes to fix the guilt on 
the particular person charged”: 2. v. Wilkes (1839, 7 O. & P. 
272). In a case often quoted (R. v. Farler, 1837, 8 C. & P. 
106) the jury were directed that corroboration in some material 
circumstance affecting the identity of the party accused was the 
sort of corroboration they should have before acting upon the 
evidence of the accomplice. There was independent evidence that 
the accused and the accomplice had been drinking together at a 
ae prteney the evening the offence was committed ; that re 

ad stayed in the house together till closing time and then left 
together, but in the face of other evidence that the accused lived 
quite close to, and used, the house, it was suggested by the judge 
that the corroboration was too slight to justify a conviction. In 
another case, a little later, where it was; urged that the confirm- 
ation need not be as to the party accused, and a case decided 
in 1836 was quoted in support of this argument (ft. v. Hastings, 
7 C. & P. 152), it was said that “in the majority of recent cases 


corrvboration required, and to the duty of the judge or pre- it is laid down that the confirmation should be as to some matter 


which goes to connect the prisoner with the transaction”: J. v, 
Dyke (1838, 8 C. & P. 261). In other cases corroboration as to 


some of the accused but not as to others was considered, as aga'nst 
t 


decisions of the court is far from being as clear as is desirable, | them: 2. v. Wells (1829, M. & M. 326); FR. v. Jenkins (1845, 1 


some discussion of the matter is perhaps not out of place. It is | 
necessary to a right understanding of the subject to see, first of | 


all, how the matter stood before the 
into force. 
From very early times an accomplice has been a competent 


Criminal Appeal Act came 


witness upon whose evidence alone, without any confirmation by | 


Cox 177). 

Long before the Criminal Appeal Act, therefore, the nature of 
the corroboration which, in the opinion of most judges, alone 
rendered it safe for the jury to act upon the story of the accom- 
plice as a whole was established. Different words were used to 
express it, but they all practically amounted to the same thing— 
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viz., that the corroboration must be in material circumstances 
which connected the person accused with the commission of the 
offence charged. It was, ot course, not necessary that the accom- 

ice should be confirmed as to all the parts of bis story by 


_evidence directly implicating the accused, as then the testimony 


of the accomplice would be unnecessary altogether: see /. v. 
Mullins (1848, 3 Cox 526, at p. 531, per Maute, J.). 

On the other hand, it never became a rule of law that corrobora- 
tion of this kind was essential to the validity of a conviction. On 
this point there was no real departure from the decision in /’. v. 
Atwood (supra): see Tt. v. Mullins (supra). In a late case before the 
Court for Crown Cases Reserved the rule is stated thus: “It is not 
arule of law that an accomplice must be confirmed in order to ren- 


_der a conviction valid, and it is the duty of the judge to tell the 


jury that they may, if they please, act on the unconfirmed testi- 
mony of an accomplice. It is a rule of practice, and that only, 
and it is usual in practice for the judge to advise the 
jury not to convict on the testimony of an accomplice 
alone, and they generally attend to the direction of the judge 


and require confirmation : J’. v. Sfubbs (1855, Dears. 555, at p. 556, | 
| might consider sufficient to make the evidence of the accomplice 
| reliable. The Court of Appeal, however, held that one part of it 


per JARVIS, C.J.). In this case the court with regret upheld a 
conviction, leaving it to the Secretary of State to interfere, 
though there had been no corroboration as regards the accused 
person on whose behalf the case was stated. 


Meunnier, 1894, 2 Q. B. 415, at p. 418--Cave, J., said that he 
knew of no power to withdraw the case from the jury or to set 
aside a verdict of guilty on the ground that there was no corro- 


-horation of the evidence of the accomplice. But the practice of 


warning the jury was one which, in the words of Lord 
ABINGER, C.B., in FR. v. Fosfer, deserved “all the reverence of 
law,” and it sometimes happened that where the judge considered 
there was no proper corroboration, and the jury declined to 
act upon the advice of the judge to acquit the accused, the judge 
peremptorily directed them to return a verdict of not guilty: 
R. vy. Robinson (1864, 4 F. & F. 43, Pottock, C.B.). 

The Legislature, in the meantime, had recognized the wisdom 


of the common law principle, and in certain offences against | 


women had ordained that corroboration of the woman in some 
material particular by evidence implicating the accused was 
essential to a conviction: Criminal Law Amendment Act, 1885, 
ss. 2 and 3. Whether the words “corroboration in a material 


particular by evidence implicating the accused ” were meant to 
} 


be the statutory enunciation of what the Legislature regarded 
as the common law rule with regard to accomplices is perhaps 


doubtful, though they fairly sum up the real meaning | 


of the expressions already quoted from the cases cited. The 
words have generally been understood to go beyond the common 
law rule both as to the nature and extent of the corroboration 
required, and as to the duty of the judge. On the other hand, 
it is probable that the statutory enactments have influenced 
to some extent the later decisions as to the common law 
doctrine. There are not wanting expressions in some recent 
judgments which seem to indicate that there is no real difference 
between the two either as to the nature and extent of the 
corroboration or as to the duty of the judge. But the latest 
eases before the Court of Criminal Appeal throw doubt upon 
what was considered to be the established rule, and as in 
other respects the decisions are not easy to reconcile, the cases 
before that court call for consideration in detail. 

The court had barely existed a month when an appeal came 
before it in which the only evidence was that of an accomplice, 
and there bad been no direction to the jury such as was approved 
in Rt. v. Stubbs and R. v. Meunnier (supra): R. v. Tate (72 J. P. 391). 
The court quashed the conviction on the double ground of 
absence of caution by the judge. and absence, in the opinion of 
the court, of any substantial corroboration. In the judgment 
the statement of the law by Cave, J., in R. v. Meunnter (supra) 
was quoted with approval, with the exception that, in the opinion 
of the Lord Chief Justice, it should have been said that there 
was no power to set aside the verdict of the jury “if the jury 
had been directed according to the usual practice.” The expres- 
sion of Lord ABINGER in 2. v. Farler (supra), that the practice 





This case was | 
approved in /. v. Boyes (1861, 1 B. & S. 311), and quite | 


recently in an extradition case before a Divisional Court—Je | 
‘no corroboration of the kind required, which was said to be 


of directing the jury in these terms “deserves ail the reverence 
of law,” was also quoted with approval. 

In the next case, /?. v. Barrett (1 Cr. App. R. 64), the judge had 
again not given a proper direction, but the court refused to 
interfere on the ground that there was in fact ample corrobora- 
tion of the story of the accomplice, some of it being afforded by 
statements made by the appellant himself. In 7. v. Jacobs (1 
Cr. App. R. 215) there had been a proper direction, but the 
evidence of corroboration of the part taken in the crime by the 
accused was slight, since it consisted almost entirely of denials 
by the accused that he knew the accomplice—a denial proved 
by independent evidence to be false. There was abundant 
corroboration of the details of the story apart from the identity 
of the accused. The court held that the corroboration was 
sufficient. 

In Rf. v. Everest (73 J. P. 268), the nature of the corroborative 
evidence required was directly in issue. The presiding deputy 
chairman had warned the jury as to the necessity for corrobora- 
tion though not quite in the usual terms, and had suggested that 
certain independent evidence was corroboration which the jury 


was only corroborative of an incident in the story quite con- 
sistent with the innocence of the accused, while the other parts 
were only corroborative of details of the story which had 
nothing to do with the accused, and that, therefore, there was 


corroboration in material particulars implicating the accused— 
the very phraseology used in the Criminal Law Amendment Act, 
1885. The conviction was quashed on this ground, 

This case was followed in another which came before the court 
shortly after, and again the same words were used: /’. v. Warren 
(73 J. P. 359). The presiding chairman had given some direction 
to the jury as to the need of caution in accepting the evidence 


| of the accomplice, but the conviction was quashed on the ground 


that there was no sufticient corroboration, and the direction had 


/not been as full as it ought to have been under the circum- 
| tances. 


These two decisions clearly stated the rule as to the kind 
of corroboration required. By adopting statutory language the 
judges, possibly, in this respect went beyond the rule which 
obtained before the Criminal Appeal Act. This is the view 
generally entertained, though it is open to serious question 
whether after all the change ‘has not been one of language only. 
Some of the terms tsed in the judgments in the older cases 
already quoted seem to be equally strong though differently 
expressed. 

It is noteworthy that in a still later case (/t. v. Graham, 74 
J. P. 246), where the difference between the kind of corrobor- 
ation required and the nature of the direction to be given to 
the jury in trials where the main evidence is clearly that of 
an accomplice and in trials for offences against women, such 
as incest or carnal knowledge of girls, where corroboration is not 
required because the girl or woman is not an accomplice, is 
pointed out, the rule as to the nature of the corroboration of an 
accomplice which is required is again stated in the terms of /’. v. 
Everest and BR. v. I arren (supra). In 2. v. Kams (4 Cr. App. R. 
8—a difficult case), where the corroboration implicating the 
accused was extremely slight, the general effect of the judg- 
ment is to support the rule as to the nature of the corrobor- 
ation required established by /. v. Hverest, and in Lt. v. Mason 
(5Cr. App. R. 171) it was said that confirmatory evidence of 
some of the details of the story of the accomplice was not 
corroboration at all, and it was again repeated that what was 
needed was something to implicate the accused outside the 
evidence of the accomplice. Two other cases (/. v. Powell 3 Cr. 
App. R. 1; 2. v. Lucy, 4 Cr. App. R. 165) do not help much 
either way since the court held that there was abundant corro- 
borative evidence which in fact implicated the accused. 

There is, therefore, a succession of cases all proclaiming the rule 
in the same terms, and one would have thought that at least the 
nature of the corroborative evidence required was established 
beyond all doubt. But in a case which came before the court 
on the 7th ult. which has not yet been reported (/t. v. Havurd 
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and Levis), where two persons had been convicted of inciting to 
commit a burglary and of recsiving, on the evidence of an accom- 
plice, corroborated as to some events directly affecting the 
accused, and which happened both shortly before and shortly 
wfter the actual commission of the principal felony, and which 
therefore could clearly be said to implicate the accused, there occur 
dicta which tend to throw doubt upon the rule as laid down in 
the cases cited above. It seems to have been said that at common 
law it is not necessary that the corroboration should be by 
,independent evidence implicating the accused, whatever might 
be the statutory rule. If this be the effect of the judgment, 
there is no possibility of reconciling it with /. v. Everest, and 
the matter is left in uncertainty. But it may be that this is not 
the real effect of the judgment ; that these expressions, if used, 
were only o/iter, and, at all events, the cases are clearly distin- 
guishable. 

In a still more recent case which came before the court on 


Monday last, 2. v. Lenjamin Brown (No, 2), it was said that the | 


rule as laid down in F. v. Everest (supra) would bave one day to 
be considered by the court, but that it was not necessary to do 
so in the case then before them, as there had been ample 
warning, and there was corroboration, though it was noticeable 
that the latter was not given a distinguishing name. 

For many reasons it is most unfortunate that there should be 
any doubt a8 to what the law really is. The matter is one of 
importance, and it constantly recurs. It is submitted that the 
law as to this branch of the subject is rightly laid down in P. 
v. Everest, and I’, v. Warren ; that itis supported by a succession 
of cases which occurred before the Criminal Appeal Act ; that it 
is in accordance with common sense, and that if the dicta in R. 
v. Havard and Lewis are correctly stated above, and are to be 
taken as rightly expressing the rule with regard to the nature 
of the corroboration required, they are in conflict with a line of 
cases extending back a hundred years. 

li we turn to the other branch of the subject, we find that 
there are dicta in the judgments in FR. v. Everest and LP. v. 
Warren which seem to point to distinct progress towards a more 
stringent rule as to the duty of the judgo. It is practically said 
that if there be no corroborative evidence which implicates the 
accused, the judge should withdraw the case from the jury or 
(lirect them to acquit and not leave it to them with a direction that 
they may, if they choose, convict on the uncorroborated evidence 
of an accomplice, though they ought not to.do so. Besides 
being contrary to nearly all the cases before the Criminal Appeal 
Act, this is contrary to a dicfvm in an earlier case which came 
before the Court of Criminal Appeal itself, where it was said that 
the court would not lay down any rule that a person may not be 
convicted on the sole evidence of an accomplice if there has 
been a proper direction ; /’. v. Beauchamp (73 J. P. 223). There 
is also a later case somewhat to the contrary (2. v. Gay, 2 Cr. App. 
R. 327), and in the two latest cases, 2. v. Havard and Lewis and 
Lt. v. Brown (No. 2) similar dicts occur. On this point, therefore, 
no rule has been clearly established, though the judgments in 7. y. 
Everest and R. v. Warren (supra) seem to us to point in the right 
direction, and to be in agreement with the trend of modern 
practice. 

Some confusion is clearly noticeable, both as to the nature of the 
corroboration required and as to the direction which the judge 
ought to give, in the failure to distinguish clearly between cases 
where the chief evidence is that uf an accomplice admitted to be 
so and cases arising from offences committed against girls or 
women, where the girl or woman may or may not be an 
accomplice: see 2. v, Henry Hedges (3 Cr. App. R. 262), R. v. 
Benjamin Brown (6 Cr. App. R. 24), BR. v. Stone (6 Cr. App. R. 89 
at p. 96). In the cases of incest or carnal knowledge, in which the 
girl or woman is clearly not an accomplice, no corroboration is 
required, and the only duty of the judge is to caution the jury 
as to the danger of convicting upon the evidence of the one 
witness against the denial on oath of the accused, unless there be 
other evidence which confirms the story of the girl or woman. 
The confirmation need not relate to the accused. This rule was 
clearly established by 2. v. Graham (74 J. P. 246, cited ante). In 
the later cases of L.v. Benjamin Brown( No.1) and L.v. Stone (supra), 
which purport to follow 2?. v. Graham, the court held, in the first 


case, that the girl probably was an accomplice, and, in the second. 
that undoubtedly she was, but seem (as reported) to also: have 
said that, even so, a warning of the kind stated in L. v. Graham, 
where the girl clearly was not an accomplice, would have been 
sufficient. It is submitted that this cannot be the law, but that the 
true rule is that where it is not admitted by the prosecution that 
the girl is an accomplice and from the evidence given for the 
prosecution the matter is doubtful, the judge should direct the 
jury that they must, first of all, satisfy themselves whether the 
girl is an accomplice or not ; that if they hold she is, they ought 
not to convict unless there is trustworthy corroborative evidence 
in material particulars implicating the accused ; that if they hold 
she is not, they may convict upon her evidence alone, but should 
bear in mind the possible danger of convicting upon the evidence 
of one witness alone against the denial of the accused on oath, 
unless they consider her story is confirmed by other evidence : 
see J’ v. Stone (6 Cr. App. R. 89, at p. 95). Where it is admitted 
or quite clear that the girl is an accomplice and there is no 
corroboration in material particulars implicating the accused it 
may be that the judge should either withdraw the case from the 
jury or direct them that they ought to acquit the accused, but 
this is still doubtful. If, in the opinion of the judge, there is such 
corroboration, he should leave the case to the jury with the 
direction that they may act upon the evidence of the accomplice 
only if they are satisfied that it is confirmed by other indepen- 
dent, trustworthy evidence in material particulars pointing to 
the guilt of the accused. 

It is clearly established now that, though there be no direction 
of the jury by the judge as to the evidence of an accomplice, yet 
if the Court of Appeal find substantial corroboration by incepen- 
dent evidence which implicates the accused, the court will refuse 
to interfere with che conviction on the ground that no substantial 
miscarriage of justice has actually occurred’: Rv. Tate (72 J. P. 
| 391), 2. v. Bowles,(2 Cr. App. R. 168), 2. v. Kirkham (2 Cr. App. 
| R. 253,255). It was also clear till the last two cases decided by 
the court that, if there be some caution but no corroboration of 
| the kind required, the court will quash the conviction on appeal : 
| R. v. Everest and R.v. Warren. 1t may be that these earlier cases 
| are distinguishable from the later in that the warning in the 
| latter cases was very ample while in the earlier cases the summing 
| up left something to be desired in this respect. It is eminently 
| desirable that, both as to the nature of the corroboration required 
| and as to the duty of the judge under the varying circumstances 
| which arise, there should be no room for doubt as to the principles 

which ought to be applied, though there wili probably be always 
| rcom for doubt as to their actual application. 
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|A Treatise oy Wits. By Taomas Jarman, Esq. THe Srixta 
| Eprrioy. By Cuaries Sweet, LL.B., Barrister-at-Law, assisted 
by Cuartes Percy Sancer, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Ix Two 
Vots. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


Many apologies are due for delay in noticing this book. But in 
truth it is a somewhat formidable task to have to sit in judgment 
on such a compendium of learning, the result of many years labour. 
To do full justice to it in detail would involve disquisitions on scores 
of points and would necessitate a special “ Sweet - Jarman 
supplement to this journal. And probably the result of such a 
mode of treatment would be of no great service to the reader. 
There are few points on which we find ourselves at issue with the 
learned editor, and it is useless to amplify statements and argu 
ments which are given with admirable terseness in the book. All 
we propose to do is to give our readers a general idea of the scheme 
of the work, with brief references to two or three of the more 
important matters discussed. ‘ hi 

he delay in reviewing the treatise has, at all events, had = 
advantage—it has enabled its merits to be tested in practice. | 4 
process of looking up a point, comparing the authorities. — 
with the text, and weighing the conclusions contained in the 
text enables the practitioner to form * tolerably accurate judg- 
ment as to the way in which the writer has done his work. 
Tried by this test we think no one can fail to be impressed = 
the care and ability shewn by the editor. But this is not all whic 
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will strike a reader familiar with the former editions of Jarman. | 


It may be a strong thing to say, but we do not think we exaggerate 
when we suggest that the book marks a new era in the art of 
editing. It is not Jarman p/us new decisions, more or less skilfully 
interwoven in the text or relegated to notes ; not Jarman treated as 
a sacred legal scripture to be meddled with as little as possible ; still 
less an imitation of Jarman’s ponderous paragraphs and laborious | 
recitals of cases. It is Jarman recast ; his arrangement of matter | 
is altered ; new subjects and new chapters are added and old | 
chapters are re-arranged. A remarkable feature is that the editor 
does not content himself with the last edition of the book, but goes 
back to the first and other editions to pick out what seems to him 
the best statement of the original author of the doctrine under con- | 
sideration. The work in its present form may, we think, be properly | 
described as a carefully wrought out treatise embodying the best 
work of Mr. Jarman, but supplementing it so as to completely cover 
the subject and adapting the book to the modern requirement of | 
concise statement. 

As an example of the editor's work in the way of completing Mr. 
Jarman’s book, we may draw attention to the chapter (p. 864) on 
“Trusts and Trustees.” This chapter is new, except as regards 
part of the chapter on “Gifts Void for Uncertainty,’ contained in 
the original book. It contains an admirable statement of the law ; 
the sections on precatory trusts, trusts without a definite object, and 
undisclosed trusts are especially noteworthy for clearness and terse- | 
ness of expression, and collection and comparison of decisions. 

One naturally turned to the chapter on “ Perpetuity and Remote- | 
ness ” (p. 278)—a subject on which there have been numerous recent 
decisions and as to which most conveyancers know that Mr. Sweet 
holds a strong opinion. There will be found here (p. 278), first of all, 
a statement of the general principle forbidding perpetuities—that is | 
to say, dispositions which make property inalienable for an indefinite 
period are, as a general rule, void. Then follows (p. 281) a statement 
of the old rule against perpetuities—namely, the avoidance of a 
limitation, equivalent to, or in the nature of, an unbarrable entail. 
Next, we have a valuable discussion (p. 284) of the rule established 
by Whitby v. Mitchel’ (42 Ch. D. 494, 44 Ch. D. 85), and then follows 
asection on the “ Modern Rule against Perpetuities ”—namely, that a 
contingent or executory interest in vty word must vest within the 
maximum period of one or more lives in being and twenty-one years 
afterwards. The whole chapter is interesting and instructive. At 
pages 368-376 there is a usetul disquisition on the question whether 
and how far the last mentioned rule (which is dleodty applicable 
to equitable contingent remainders) applies to legal contingent 
remainders. 

Considerations of space prevent us from continuing our statement 
of the contents of this real May we in conclusion refer to one 
feature of the book which we suppose may be due to difficulty in 
having the type of the whole w rk kept up, but which we have found 
to occasion considerable weariness to the flesh--we mean the constant 
statements in the notes “see post chap. ,” without any reference | 
to the pages or sections of the chapters referred to. We have in 
some cases found that a considerable hunt is necessary to discover, 
even with the help afforded by the analysis at the head of each 
chapter, the ves thus referred to, and we hope that in the next 
edition this defect will be remedied. 

The book should find a place in every conveyancer's library and in 
the libraries of the local law societies. 


Books of the Week. 


Streets.—The Law relating to the Paving and Sewering of New 
Streets and Private Streets (in London and elsewhere), under the | 
Metropolis Management Acts, the Public Health Acts, and the 
Private Street Works Act, 1892. By JosHua ScHoLerre cD, Esq., | 
Barrister-at-Law, and Greratp R. Hr, Esq., M.A., Barrister-at- | 
Law. Second Edition. Butterworth & Co. 

War Rights on Land.—War Rights on Land. By J. M. 
Seaicut, LL.D., and Double Senior Moderator, Dublin University 
(Trinity). With a Preface by Francis D. AcLanp. Macmillan & Co. 
(Limited). 

Stamps.—The Law of Stamp Duties on Deeds and other | 
Instruments. By E. N. Axpe, Berrister-et-Law. Revised and 
Amplified by Arruur B. Caner, B.A., Barrister-at-Law. Twelfth 
Edition. Jordan & Sons (Limited). 
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Mr. Justice Dodd, at the Lim®rick Assizes, says the Daily Mail, said 
that in civil actions the juries did not have the same liability to error 


and the game sympathy they appeared to have in criminal cases. In a 


neighbouring county a criminal charge was heard recently by him, and 

a number of witnesses were called to pfove an alibi. The jury acquitted | 
the accused, and while the case was going on his brother judge was 

hearing a civil action in the next court arising out of the same pro- | 
ceeding, with the result that the plaintiff was awarded £70 damages. 


| as this defect in the rivets. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


‘““THE WEST COCK.”’ No. 1. Ist, 2nd, and 3rd March. 
SuippInc—Towace—Svrriciency or Towrnc Gear—Excertion Cause 

—ALLEGED WARRANTY THAT THE TUG WOULD BE Property EquipPep 

FOR SERVICES TO BE RENDERED. 

Te defendants, who were tugowners, undertook to tow the plain- 
tiffs’ vessel from Birkenhead to the Canada Dock, Liverpool. The con- 
tract of towage was verbal, but was subject to the ordinary condition 
inserted in towage contracts, which was as follows: “The tugowners 
are not to be responsible for any damage to the ship they have con- 
tracted to tow arising from any perils or accidents of the seas, rivers 
or navigation, collision, stranding or arising from towing gear (includ- 
ing consequent defect therein or damage thereto), and whether the 
perils of the things above mentioned or the loss or injury therefrom be 
occasioned by the negligence, default, error in judgment of the pilot, 
master, officers, engineers, crew or other servants of the tugowners.’ 

Held, that the clause did not exempt the defendants in respect of 
damage to the plaintiffs’ ship arising from a defect or inefficlency 
existing in the tug, before the towage began. 

Decision of the President (reported 1911, P. 23, 27 7. L. PR. 52) 
affirmed. 


Appeal by the defendants, heard with nautical assessors, fiom a judg- 


| ment of the President of the Admiralty Division in an action of 


damage for breach of a contract of towage (reported 1911, p. 23). The 
plaintiffs were David Maclvor, Sons, & Co. (Limited), owners of the 


| steamship Araby, and the defendants, the Liverpool Screw Towing and 


Lighterage Co. (Limited), were the owners of the steamtug West Cock. 


| On the 12th of January, 1909, while The Araby,a screw steamship of 


3,303 tons gross register, was lying in the Morpeth Dock, Birkenhead, 
with a part cargo, the defendants verbally agreed with the plaintiffs 
to supply two steamtugs to tow 7'he Araby te the Canada Dock, Liver 
pool. To execute the contract two tugs—T7he West Cock and The 
South Cock—were sent, and just as they reached the entrance to the 
Canada Dock with Vhe Araby in tow, the towing hooks and gear of 


| The West Cock gave way, with the result that The Araby was carried 


by the strong wind and the high tide water against the knuckle of 
the south jetty off the Canada Dock entrance, and her starboard side 
received extensive damage. The plaintiffs alleged that by entering 
into the contract the defendants impliedly undertook and/or warranted 
that the tugs would be properly equipped and fit in all respecte to 
undertake and efficiently carry out the towage contract, whereas the 
towing hooks, gear, equipment and structure of The West Cock were 
unfit for the service. The defect chiefly relied on was an alleged 
defect in the rivets by which one of the towing hooks was attached 
to the bunker casing of The West Cock. Alternatively, the plaintiffs 
alleged that it was an implied term of the contract that the defendants 
ehould take reasonable care that the tugs were fit to perform the se1 
vice, and that the defendants had failed to take such care. The defen- 
dants, in defence, said that the verbal agreement was subject to the 
ordinary conditions of towage on which they supplied tugs to the plain 
tiffs and others—namely, that ‘‘ the tugowners are not responsible fon 
any damage to the ship they have contracted to tow arieing from any 
perils or accidents of the seas or from towing gear (including 
consequence of defect thereig or damage thereto), and whether the 
perils . .« be occasioned by the negligence, default or error in 
judgment of the pilot, maste1 , or other servants of the tug 
owners.” The President, who tried the action with the assistance of 
two of the Elder Brethren of the Trinity House, found that the acci 
dent was due to the defective condition of the rivets by which the 
towing hook was attached to the bunker casting of The West Cock, and 
that by reason of this the tug was ineffitient to perform the service 
contracted for, and, further, that this inefficiency could have been 
ascertained by reasonable care by the defendants. He thought there 
was an implied warranty, and that the defendants could not rely on 
the conditions exempting them from liability, for thoee conditions only 
applied to matters occurring after the commencement of and during 
the towage. and not to matters existing before the towage began, such 
by which the towing hook was attached 
Accordingly, judgment was entered for the 


to the bunker casting ; 
The defendants 


plaintiffs both on the claim and counterclaim. 


appealed. . 
THe Court (Vavenan WritirsMs, Farwetrt, and Kennepy, L.JJ.) 


| affirmed the judgment of the President, and dismissed the appeal with 


costs. —Counset, Aspinall, K.C., and C. RP. Dunlop, for the defendants ; 
Leslie Scott. K.C., and A. 7. Miller, for the plaintiffs. Sorrcrrors, 
Hill, Dickinson, & Co. ; Lightbound, Owen, d Maclvror. 

{Reported by Easxrws Razp, Barrister-at- Lew. | 


HAWKINS v». POWELL’S TILLERY STEAM COAL CO. (LIM.). 
No. 2. 23rd Feb. 


MASTER AND SERVANT—ACCIDENT—COMPENSATION—DEATH FROM ANGINA 
PecrorIs—ACCIDENT ARISING OUT OF EmPpLoOYMENT—BURDEN OF 
-Proor—WorKMEN’s Compensation Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 58) s. 1 (1) 


The burden of proof that an accident arose out of the course of 
employment lies on the workman and his representatives, and can only 
be discharged by direct evidence or necessary inference from the facts. 
Where, therefore, a workman while engaged on his work was taken ill 
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and died of angina pectoris, which, according to the medical evidence, 
was of long standing, and might have produced death from several 
causes and not immediately following on any exertion, it was held that 
there was not sufficient evidence that the accident arose out of the 
¢ mployme nf. 


Appeal from an award of the judge of the Monmouthshire County 
Court sitting as an arbitrator under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
1906. The applicants were the dependants of a workman who was 
employed at the present appellant’s colliery. His work mainly cor 
sisted in helping another man to push empty trucks up an inclinegand 
with the aid of two other men to hoist an empty truck off the rails to 
make way for a full truck coming down. On the day of his death he 
had been engaged in this work, and had then gone to different work, 
to sharpen props. He made no complaint at the time he went to this 
other work, but after he had been engaged on it for about ten minutes 
he had to stop owing to illness. He was taken home, and died the 
same afternoon from angina The medical evidence to 
the effect that the deceased's heart was in bad condition of long 
standing. The county « judge held on the evidence that the 
deceased, who was an elderly man, over-exerted himself during the opera- 
tion of pushing or tumbling a tram, and thereby brought on an attack 
of heart trouble, from which he died, and consequently he made an 
award in favour of the applicants. The employers appealed 

THe Covrr (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and FiLetcHer MovLtton 
BUCKLEY, LJJ illowed the ay peal. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R. 1 am unable to 
which the yurt judge has 
cases of (Clove Clayton, & Co. v 

and HBarnaba Rersham Colliery Ca. 

What ourse is to adopted in the present case in 
light of two decisions far they lay down general 
principles? Is it possible to say that the attack of angina pectoris was 
due to the work that the man had been doing in the colliery? Is it 


pectoris. was 


ourt 


and 


arrive at the conclusion 
[After referring to 

(1910, A. C. 
L. T. 513), he 


come. 
Hughe 3 
103 


to ounty 
the 
242) 
raid 
the 


be 


those 80 as 


possible to say that the test laid down in Barnabas v. Bersham Colliery | 


satisfied? The question cannot be answered in favour 
They have not discharged the burden of proof 
The county court judge not entitled to 
indulge in surmise vith great respect he appears in fact to have 
The appeal must allowed on the ground that there no 
evidence that the accident arose out of the employment. 

Frercuer Movurton and Bucktey, L.JJ., also delivered judgments 
allowing the appeal.—Counser, (. A. Russell, K.C., and Parsons; 
Sankey, K.C., and Ivor Bowen. Sowscrrors, Bell, Brodrick, & Gray, 
for ¢ ad W. Kenzhole, Aberdare; Metcalfe a for 7. S 
Edwards, Newport, Mon 
[Reported by J. I 
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Srintiwe, Barrister at-Law.] 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re CHARLETON. BRACEY SHERWIN. Joyce, J. 24th Feb. 


Wim AND Wire—GIFT Livinc APART 
POLICY OF THE 


WHILE 

LAw. 
euch time az her husband should 
he living apart fi her, with a limitation over away from her in the 

vent of their living together again, is not necessarily invalid, as being 
vqainst public policy, if she was at the date of the testator’s will already 

exerted by her husband 

Re Moore, Trafford v 
distinguished 

John Foster Charleton, by will dated the 5th of March, 1908, 
bequeathed furniture, effects, and bank shares to his trustees 
upon trust to permit his daughter Georgina Sherwin to have the use 
of such furniture and effects, and to pay to her the interest and 
dividends arising from such bank shares, during such time as hei 
husband should be living apart from her, and “ in the event of them 
living together again ’’ he directed that such furniture and effects and 
bank shares should fall into and form part of his residuary estate, 
which he disposed of in trust for his grandchildren. The testator died 
n the 25th of October, 1910. Georgina Sherwin had been deserted by 
her husband in June, 1906, and was still living apart from him. This 
vas a summons taken out by the surviving executor and trustee of 
the will on the testator’s death to determine (inter alia) whether the 
disposition and trust therein contained in favour of Mrs. Sherwin 
vere valid and effective, or whether the same were, on the ground of 
being contrary to public policy or otherwise, wholly, or to any and what 
extent, invalid and inoperative. Counsel for the residuary legatees 
elied on Jarman on Wills, pp. 1463, 1469, and Re Moore, Trafford v. 
UVaconochie (1888, 37 W. R. 83; 39 Ch. D. 116). 

Joyce, J., said that in the case of Re Mecore the court thought that 
it was plainly the intention of the bequest to induce the lady to live 
apart from her husband. In the present case the wife was already 
deserted by her husband, and the will provided for her maintenance 
until he should come back. There wae nothing contrary to the policy 
of the law in such a bequest, and accordingly his lordship held it to be 
valid.—Counsen, for the trustee, J. M. Gover; for Mrs. 
Bovill; for the residuary legatees, W 
Souicrrors, Doyle, Devonshire, & Co., for Hannay & Hannay, 
Gibson d- Weldon, for Grunhut, Gill, & Ruddock, South 


HvusBaND 
CONDITION 


LEGACY 


red wmemnanr, during 


1 gift t ‘ uw 


mam 


Maconochie (1888, 37 W. P. 83; 39 Ch. D. 116) 


his 


certain 


him). 
South Shields ; 
Shields. 


(Reported by H. F. Cuerrie Barrister-at-Law.) 


Sherwin, | 
Butler Iloyd (Freedman with | 


High Court—King’s Bench 
g . . ad g 
Division. 
BATT v. METROPOLITAN WATER BOARD. Div. Court. 14th Feb, 
| Warer—Srtop-cock-Box CONNECTED wirH CoMMUNICATION Pipe 1x HicH- 

Wax—Srop-cock-Box Derecrtive—Passencer INJuRED By CaTCHING 

Foor ry 1r—LiaBitiry—WuerHer on Occupier or on Water Boarp— 

Metropouitan Water Boarp (Cuarces) Act, 1907 (7 Ep. 7, c. cuxxt.) 

ss. 8, 19 ' 

Sections 8 and 19 of the Metropolitan Water Board (Charges) Act, 
1907, are not retrospective. Accordingly, where a person caught her 
foot in @ defective stop-cock-box in a highway in London, the stop- 
cock-box being connected with a communication pipe carrying water 
from the Water Board’s main into a house, and having been in situ jor 
a large number of years, it was 

Held, that on the authority of Chapman v. Fylde Waterworks Co. 
(1894, 2 Y. B. 599), her action lay against the Water Board, and not 
against the owner or occupier of the house into which the communica- 
tion pipe went. 

Appeal from the Westminster County Court. The plaintiff, 
6th May, 1910, caught her foot in a stop-cock-box situate in a high- 
way, Amery-place, Old Kent-road, London, and was injured. The stop- 
cock-box had been for a large number of years—long before 
1902 ; it was connected with a communication pipe which carried water 
from the defendant's main, under the highway, into No. 17, Amery- 
place. The stop-cock-box at the time of the accident was in a defec- 
| tive condition. The plaintiff brought an action against the defen 
| dants, the Water Board, to recover damages for her personal injuwiies 
| on the ground that the defendants had been negligent in keeping, main- 
taining or permitting the stop-cock-box to remain in the highway i 
defective condition. The plaintiff pleaded that the stop-cock-box 
the property of the defendants. The county court judge gave judg- 
ment for the defendants on the ground that the stop-cock-box was the 

property of the owner or occupier of 17, Amery-place, and that se: 

tions 8 and 19 of the Metropolitan Water Board (Charges) Act, 1907, 
| were retrospective. Accordingly, he held that the case of Chapman v. 
Fylde Waterworks Co. (1894, 2 Q. B. 599) was no longer an authority 
in favour of the plaintiff’s right of action against the defendants. The 
county court judge assessed the damages provisionally at £30, in case 
his decision was wrong. From this decision the plaintiff appealed on 
the ground that Chapman's case (ubi supra) was still an authority in 
favour of the plaintiff, and that sections 8 and 19 of the Metropoiitan 

Water Board (Charges) Act, 1907, were not retrospective. 

Riptey, J., held that the contention of the plaintiff was right, 
that the appeal must be allowed, and judgment entered for the pla 
for £30 

Avory, J., said: I am of the same opinion. If the judgment 

the county court judge really proceeded on the view that sections 8 a: 

19 of the Metropolitan Water Board (Charges) Act, 1907, are retrospec- 
tive, I can only say that I respectfully differ from him, and with still 

more regret from the unreported decision of my brother Phillimore 

in the case of Stacey and Wife v. Gas Light and Coke Co. and Others— 
if, indeed, he arrived at the same conclusion. Assuming that this Act 
of 1907 does not apply so as to impose a liability on these persons 

the owner or occupier of the house into which the communication pipe 
led—to repair and to keep in repair this stop-cock-box, on that assump 
tion the question seems to me—and the only question remaining—Is 
there any ground upon which this case can be distinguished from that 
of Chapman v. Fylde Waterworks Co. (ubi supra). It must be remem 
bered that that decision was given after that of the Court of Appeal in 

East London Waterworks Co. v. Vestry of St. Matthew, Bethnal Green 
(17 Q. B. D., at p. 475), where the Court of Appeal expressly laid it 
down that the water company had the power and were authorized by 
the general Act of Parliament to insert these stop-cocks and boxes in 
the public street, and so long as they inserted them and properly main 
tained them not to become a nuisance, that then the local 
authority, who were the surveyors of highways, could not interfere 

with them. In other words, the Court of Appeal recognized the right 
of the water company to put in something which might otherwise have 
been an interference with the highway. In Chapman's case (ubi supra) 
| the Court of Appeal decided that such things as these are to be re 
paired by the water company, and that when any of them becomes 4 
source of danger, from their being out of repair, the water company 
could be sued. As regards these stop-cock-boxes, I think the point is 
entirely covered by Chapman's case (ubi supra). The appeal must be 
allowed with costs, and judgment entered for the plaintiff for £30. 
Counsex, for the plaintiff, Simner; for the defendants, ('. A. Russell, 
K.C., aad Ross Brown. Sorrcrrors, Arnold d: Cubison; Walter Moon. 

[Reported by C. G. Moray, Barrister-at-Law. ] 
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Division. 


L. r. L. Evans. P. 20th 
SuMMARY JURISDICTION (MaRRIED Women) Act, 1895 (58 & 59 Vicr., 
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court of summary jurisdiction, the President granted the application 
of the wife, without means, that the husband should find Pr for 
her costs of appeal. 

This was an application to the judge in chambers by a wife that her 
husband, the appellant in an appeal from an order of justices under 
the Summary Jurisdiction (Married Women) Act, should be ordered to 
give security for her costs of appeal. The case is reported with the 
consent of the judge in chambers. The affidavit of the wife stated 
that the deponent 
whatsoever, and was entirely without means of providing the costs of 
appearing on and opposing the appeal. Further, it was sworn that 
the husband was a grocer’s assistant, and received 35s. a week, was 
posseesed of about £100 in the bank, and shares worth about £40, 
and that he was the owner of a freehold dwelling-house of the value 
of at least £400. On behalf of the husband it was submitted that the 
wife’s affidavit clearly showed that there was no ground for ordering 
security, that the court had no jurisdiction under the Summary Juris- 
diction Act to make any such order, and lastly that the power of the 
court to grant security under the Divorce Act did not extend to appeals 
under the former Act. 

Evans, P., ordered that the sum of £10 be paid into court for 
aig | of appeal.—Soricrrors, Robinson & Bradley, for husband; 
Flux, Leadbitter, & Neighbour, for wife. 

[Reported by Dicsr Cores-Paexpr, Barrister-at-Law.) 


D. ». D. Evans, P. 13th Feb. 


Divornce—Petit1ion—Notes Mape spy Mepican MaN—APPLICATION FOR 
Discoverny—REFUSAL. 


Where a husband, respondent in a divorce suit, asked for discovery 
—— made by a medical man who had attended the wife-petitioner, 
court refused to make an order. 


Summons in chambers. Wife’s suit for divorce on the grounds of 
the husband’s rey ov cruelty and adultery. The petitioner alleged 
inter alia that she had suffered in health as a result of the husband’s 
misconduct. She had been attended by a medical man, whose fees 
had been paid by the husband. After suit had been brought the 
husband’s solicitors wrote to the doctor demanding copies of the pre- 
scriptions he had given the wife and of bis notes upon her case. The 
doctor replied that he had no copies of the prescriptions, and that his 
notes were in the hands of the wife’s solicitorse—to whom he referred 
the husband’s solicitors. Application was then made to the wife’s 
solicitors, who declined to supply the notes, and a summons was then 
taken out before the Registrar, who made ‘“‘ No order.’’ The husband 
then made the present appeal to the Judge in Chambers. On his behalf 
it was submitted that there could be no privilege, as the notes were 
not made for the purposes of the suit. For the wife it was contended 
that the notes, although in the physical possession of the wife’s 
solicitors, were in the nend possession of the doctor, whose property 
they were, and that no order could be made (Reed v. Langlois, 1 Mac. 

G. 636), nor was it necessary to shew that the doctor objected to 
produce them, although in fact he did so, having been subpcenaed as 
a witness on behalf of the wife : Kearsley v. Philips (31 W. R. 467, 10 
Q. B. D. 465). It was not a question of privilege. 

Evans, P., declined to make the order asked for, and dismissed the 
summons, with coste.—Counset, Bayford, for the husband; J. H. 
Murphy, for the wife. Soricrrors, Hores, Pattison, & Co.; C. Russell 


é Co. 
[Reported by Dicsr Corss-Prerpr, Barrister-at-Law.) 











Societies. 


City of London Solicitors’ Company. 
ANNUAL DINNER. 


The annual dinner of the City of London Solicitors’ Company was 
held on Monday at the Salters’ Hall, St. Swithin’s-lane, EC, the 
Master, Mr. John C. Holmes, taking the chair. Among the gueste 
were Lord Alverstone, Lord Robson, Lord Justice Fletcher Moulton, 
the Lord Mayor, Mr. Alderman and Sheriff Chas. Johnston, Mr. 
Sheriff H. C. Buckingham, Mr. Justice Hamilton, Mr. C. F. Gill, K.C., 
the President of the Law Society (Mr. H. J. Johnson), the Secretary 
(Mr. 8S. P. B. Bucknill), the City Solicitor, Immediate Past Master (Sir 
Homewood Crawford), Mr. Peregrine C. C. Francis, M.A., Mr. T. B. 
Napier, LL.D., Mr. E. G. Thorne, LL.M., Mr. M. C. Matthews, M.A., 
Mr. Robt. L. Hunter, M.A., Mr. C. R. a Mr. Ernest allay, 
Mr. H. M. Holman, M.A., Mr. F. Brinsley Harper, C.C., Mr. Fredk. 
Walker, C.C., Mr. J. Field Beale, Mr. L. Worthington Evans, M.P., 
Mr. F. Shewell Cooper, Mr. A. 8. Jecks, LL.B., Mr. Archibald Hair, 
Mr. W. S. Hayes (Past President, Incorporated Law Society of Ire 
land), Mr. James Cranstoun, Mr. W. B. Ingle, Mr. E. 8S. H. Johnson, 
B.A., Sir W. J. Crump, J.P. (senior warden, High Sheriff of Middle- 
sex), Mr. T. H. D. Berridge (junior warden), Mr. Douglas A 
Howden and Mr. G. L. F. McNair (dinner stewards), Mr. Geo. Cousens 
(hon. treasurer), Mr. A. W. Hastings Dauney (hon. solicitor), and 
Mr. Hugh D. P. Francis, M.A. (clerk). 

The loyal toasts having ae gr from the chair and duly honoured, 

Sir miuM J. Crump, (senior warden, High Sheriff of 


Middlesex) proposed the health of the Lord Mayor and Sheriffs. He 
said that it was a happy inspiration of the solicitors 
City of London when they, a few years ago, remem 
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ring no doubt 


ad no property or separate estate of any kind| + : 
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that some of their predecessors in practice had largely helped to build 
up the great city guilds, conceived the idea of forming themselves into 
a city company consisting of members of the profession. It was thought 
that such an institution was wanted, looking at the large number of 
solicitors who practised in the city, and it was believed that the forma- 
tion of the company would be beneficial not only to solicitors but to 
their clients if its members came into closer touch with each other 
from time to time, and met in convivial gatherings like the present. 
The experience of the last few years had proved that that happy inspira- 
rofession. 

The Lorp Mayor, in returning thanks, said that although the com- 
pany was only four years old, it had already a strength of nearly 200 
members. Its success was greatly owing to the active part which was 
taken in its formation by the City Solicitor. He hoped that this addi- 
tion to the guild life of the city would strengthen the whole institution. 

Sir Homewoop Crawrorp (City Solicitor, Immediate Past Master) 
proposed the toast of ‘‘ The Legal Profession.’’ He said that the 
solicitor branch was at the root of the whole profession. He did not 
know quite what would happen to barristers but for solicitors, and 
but for barristers he did not quite know what would happen to the 
bench. It was perfectly certain that barristers were dependent upon 
solicitors, and equally certain the bench were dependent upon barristers. 
Rapid strides had recently been made in connection with the solicitor 
branch ot the profession, and various changes had been introduced. 
Upon one subject the company had asked the Lord Chief Justice to 
receive a deputation from them, the subject of the trial of commercial 
causes, and especially the deterioration which unfortunately appeared 
to be daily growing in connection with the jury system. Thanks to 
the assistance of the Lord Chief Justice, the company was engaged at 
this moment in eettling a Bill which his lordship had said he would 
introduce into the House of Lords, having for its object the settlement 
of what was undoubtedly a very difficult subject in connection with 
the jury system. There was a growing practice in the city of turning 
businesses into joint stock concerns, with the result that the jury list 
was dwindling, and it was not possible always to get those who were 
best fitted to serve upon juries. The company had placed before the 
Law Society some recommendations which had been pane ractically 
unanimously by them, one of the principal recommendations being that 
steps should be taken to make it absolutely necessary that those who 
joined the profession should belong to the parent society and be 
directly under its control. The company did not exist in any way in 
antagonism to the Law Society; on the contrary, their sole object was 
to advance the interests of that society. The great increase of 
officialism was a very thorny subject. He thought the time had come 
when people should remember how dangerous it might be to cut 
down the valuable understanding which for centuries had existed 
between solicitor and client. It was to the public interest that the 
family lawyer should still exist, and that family matters should not 
be handed over to mere officials. 

Lord ALVERSTONE, in returning thanks, observed that Sir Homewood 
Crawford had said what was the strict truth when he remarked that 
they were one profession. The judges, the bar, and the solicitors ought 
to be considered as members of one combined profession, and he agreed 
that it was quite impossible for a body corporate such as was the whole 
legal profession to be successful in its efforts and to command public 
respect and public confidence unless every branch of it was actuated 
by the same principles. The day had long since gone by since solicitors 
need speak of themselves as the lower branch of the profession—he had 
protested twenty-five years ago against the expression—and he was 
glad to know that it was being recognised more and more by inter 
communication, by consultatior!, by representation on the bodies which 
controlled the best interests of the profession, that solicitors were 
members of the same profeesion as the bar, and that they should be 
entitled to equal respect. With regard to the question of juries, he 
was old enough to remember and to have practised for many years 
in the old Guildhall, and all he could say was that he wished there 
were still the same class of jurors as those whom he had had for many 
years the honour of addressing—shipowners, merchants and brokers, 
and men who were thoroughly acquainted with business; men who 
had often in his experience been able, by a few questions, to show 
that they understood the case far better than the judge, and certainly 
far better than the barrister, and to shew that they were a tribunal 
most competent to deal with the great questions that came before them. 
He did not wish to say a word against an honourable and distinguished 
trade and profession ; but in those days the idea of having a jury with 
three or four licensed victuallers upon it would have been the occasion 
of instant observation as to what would happen. He regretted very 
much indeed the change that took the jury qualification from occupa- 
tion and placed it on rating. They knew what happened as a result. 
Merchants and brokers and others were only too glad to have the 
opportunity of preventing their business from being interfered with 
by being called away to serve on juries, and they took care that their 
offices were taken in such a way that their names were not upon the 
rate book, and so for a long time past it had been impossible to get 
upon the juries those whose experience would be of the greatest value. 
And it was a matter of very great regret to practitioners that unless 
they were in the Commercial Court the standard of the juries trying 
their causes was not that which was to be desired. He sincerely hoped 
that something had been done in the direction of having the London 
causes tried before the juries in the Commercial Court, and therefore 
providing that the list from which jurors would be selected was one 
on which was a large number of the names of those best calculated to 
try such causes, in consequence of their experience, and the fact that 
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their decisions would command respect, and he hoped that the company 
would assist him to bring about some changes in the law which would 
improve the standard of juries, and increase the number of men of 
business who could be called upon to serve, and so lessen the burden 
upon the smaller number, who now found the repeated summonses a 
matter of inconvenience. The profession would be glad that the com- 
pany had taken steps to remove that which was an undoubted evil, 
and one with regard to which it was not easy to see in the first instance 
how. it could be dealt with. 
the members of the bench to be careful both of their position and 
of their dignity. He hoped that the judges were following in the 
footsteps of their great predecessors, who maintained thoughout the 
whole of their judicial lives the diqnity of the profession and the best 
administration of justice, fearless and fearing no man, determined to 
do right between man and man to the best of their ability, no matter 
what was the position of those who came before them. So long as 
they continued to act upon these principles, so long would the pro 
fession be worthy of receiving such a welcome as had been extended 
to them that night 

Mr. H. J. Jounson (President of the Law Sox iety) also responded. 
He said that the importance of the company was not confined to the 
performance of their professional work; but it was of the greatest 
service in bringing the members of the profession together on occasions 
like the present, for there was nothing which tended to remove diffi 
culties which might arise so much as the knowledge of one another, 
which the result of social intercourse, and the benefit was not 
confined to themselves, but their clients shared in it also. The Law 
Society had now before them proposals which came from the company. 
The were not unanimous about them, and they proposed to 
invite representatives from the company to discuss them with them in 
due « when they had given them that preliminary consideration 
to which they were entitled. By reason of his being President of the 
Law Society he had been invited by the directors of the Solicitore’ 
Benevolent Association to preside at their anniversary dinner, which 
would he held in M iy, and he thought that he ought to lose no oppor 
tunity of pressing the claims of the association upon the profession. 
He would, therefore, urge claims upon everybody ~ present 
Surely it was the duty of first importance to do something, however 
little, towards helping those members of the profession who, less 
fortunate than themselves, had fallen by the way, and he asked the 
members of the company to co-operate with him in such a way that 
the donations coming from the solicitors of the City of London would 
not be unworthy of the body they prided themselves in being 

Mr. T. H. D. Berripce (junior warden) proposed the health of the 
visitors 

Lord Justice Fiercuer Movutron, in returning thanks, said he hoped 
the company would grow in numbers, for the solicitors of the Cit» 
must remember that they inhabited the great capital of the kingdom. 
Almost every national work had its headquarters there, and Londoners 
were too apt to be content with that, and to forget the enormous 
importance of intense local life. The people of London lived too much 
in the nation, and too little in their grand city. It seemed to him 
that the formation of rnild the London solicitors was a 
step in the right directior 1 protest that they no longer thought that 
their creat local life was unworthy of their attention. He remembered 
that in the old local life in London was considered of such 
importance that there was to be found upon the lists of church 
wardens the highest ministers of State. Now that London had grown 
forgotten also that it was a city. The 
company was trying to remedy that He was satisfied that already 
the feeling of brotherhood among the solicitors of London had been 
strengthened by the formation of the society, and he was satisfied 
that with increased prosperity that would more and more and 
that the company would form a body within the legal profession whose 
voice would have the greatest weight in guiding the national action of 
the whole profession. 

Lord Rossow also responded. He observed that solicitors were the 
most strictly disciplined of all professional bodies, and it was well for 
England that it should be so. He believed it would be strictly 
accurate to say that no profession needed it less, and that scarcely 
any profession was more strict in regard to that which they had also in 
their corporate capacity maintained—the spirit of etiquette. Knowing 
nothing about the matter, people reproached them for an undue 
adherence to what they considered their rules. The etiauette of the 
law was nothing in the world but gentlemanly feeling. He had heard 
it likened to trades-unionism, but it was nothing of the kind. It 
incarnated the spirit and feeling of English gentlemen. and it operated 
among the members of the profession with greater severity and greater 
currency than did any statute upon the community. 
wanted something of social corporate intercourse. The members of the 
bar knew how much thev owed to it. They owed a creat deal to the 
circuit: mess, and if solicitors wanted to add the kindly feeling which 
came from social intercourse, the company was setting the right way 
about it. ; 
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The Lory Mayor proposed ‘ Continued Prosperity to the City of 


London Solicitors Company,” 


with the jury question. 
The Master returned thanks, and the proceedings terminated. 
During dinner a selection of instrumental music was performed by 
the Imperial Orchestra (Mr. Arthur Trndge, conductor), 
dessert a programme of music was excellently rendered by Miss 


In the present day it was necessary for | 


But they had | h “ 
; between a transferor and transferee or a lessor and lessee for the pay 





and at | 


| for the purpose of section fifteen of the Finance (1909-10) Act, 


Christian Keay, the Troubadour Glee Singers, and Miss Hilda Lett 
(violin) ; Miss Gwendoline Williams was the accompanist. 


Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this asso. 
ciation was held at the Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London, on 
the 8th inst., Mr. Maurice A. Tweedie in the chair. he other directors 
present were Messrs. W. C. Blandy (Reading), 8. P. B. Bucknill, T. §. 
Curtis, Thomas Dixon (Chelmsford), Hamilton Fulton (Salisbury), 
W. E. Gillett, W. H. Gray, J. R. B. Gregory, Charles Goddard, C. G. 
May, Herbert Monckton (Maidstone), R. 8. Taylor, R. W. Tweedie, 
and Thos. Gill (secretary). A sum of £362 was distributed in grants 
of relief, twenty-eight new members were admitted, and other general 


business was transacted. 








Law Students’ Journal. 
The Law Society. 


past and present students of the Law Society for the 
1909-11 met, on the invitation of the principal and the other members 

f the society's teaching staff, for a social gathering on Tuesday 
evening. The fine library and handsome new common room at the 
Society’s Hall (placed by the kindness of the Council at the disposal 
of the staff for the occasion) were well filled by an assemblage of about 
140 guests, among whom were the President of the society (Mr. H. J. 
Johnson), the chairman of the Legal Education Committee (Mr. R. A. 
Pinsent), Sir Homewood Crawford, Mr. Garrett, Mr. Sharpe, and Mr. 
Welsford (members of Council). Mr. Justice Bucknill was unavoidably 
prevented by his engagements on circuit from being present, and the 
vice-president of the society (Mr. W. J. Humfrys) was unable, through 
illness, to attend. 

The first part of the evening’s entertainment consisted of songs and 
violin solos, the latter rendered by Mr. Victor Fletcher, L.R.A.M., 
whose playing was greatly appreciated. Mr. Humphrey Woolrych 
kindly acted as accompanist throughout this stage. 

After an adjournment for supper, served in the library, the guests, 
returned to the common room to witness a series of clever feats of 
prestidigitation by Dr. F. Byrd-Page, whose recent recovery from a 
somewhat serious illness was made the occasion of a warm demonstra 
tion of welcome. Dr. Byrd-Page generously gave his delighted 
audience a full hour’s entertainment. 

At the close of the proceedings votes of thanks to the performers, 
the distinguished visitors, the stewards, and the Council of the Law 
Society for the loan of the rooms were carried by acclamation, and 
the President of the society, in acknowledging the compliments, 
expreseed the warm interest taken by the Council in thé welfare of the 
society’s students, and intimated that the Council had under its imme 
diate consideration a plan for greatly increasing the present inadequate 
iccommodation for students at the society’s hall. 

Mr. Chadwick, on behalf of the past students, and Mr. Powye, for 
the present students, though called to order, insisted on expressing their 
appreciation of social gatherings such as the present, and their hope 
that they might be of frequent occurrence; and the proceedings ter 
minated at midnight with the einging of the National Anthem. 


years 


: Council of Legal Education. 


The following appointments of examiners have been made by the 
Council of Legal Education for the year ending January 10, 1912 :— 

Mr. A. F. Murison, Mr. William Bowstead, Mr. R. Burrows, Mr. 
J. E. H. Benn, Mr. Theobald Mathew, Mr. Aubrey Spencer, Mr. E. J. 
Elgood, Mr. R. Ringwood. 

Hindu and Mahomedan Law.—Mr. R. H. Macleod. 

Roman-Dutch Law.—Mr. R. W. Lee. 





The Revenue Bill, tort. 
Tur following are the clauses of this Bill to which we referred last 
week (ante, pp. 305, 306) :— 
PART I. 


" Duties on Lanp VALues. 
1. Avoidance of contracts for payment of increment value duty hy 
transferee or lessee.] Any contract made after ‘he passing of this Act 


ment by the transferee or lessee, as the case may be, of increment 
value duty, or any expenses incurred in connection with the payment 
or assessment of the duty, or for the repayment or re-imbursement by 
the transferee or lessee to the transferor or lessor in any manner of 
any payments made by the transferor or lessor in respect of that duty 


coupled with the health of the master. | or amy puch expynast, shalt Be volt. 


expressing his pleasure that the company were endeavouring to deal | 


2. Explanation and amendment of law as to reversion duty.}—(1) It 
is hereby. declared that in relation to a lease which has determined the 
person in whom the lessor’s interest was vested immediately before 
the expiration of the term for which the lease was granted, or if the 
lease has determined before that time, immediately before the transaction 


or eyent in consequence of which the lease has determined is the . 
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[10 Ed. 7, c. 8] (in this Act referred to as the principal Act), and is the | 

rson to whom any benefit accrues from or by reason of the deter- | 
mination of the lease for the purpose of the other provisions of that 
Act relating to reversion duty. . 

(2) Where, whether before or after the passing of this Act, a lease 
of any land determines om the vesting of the lessor’s interest and the | 
Jessee's interest in the same person before the ——— of the term, 
for which the lease was granted, the amount of the reversion duty (if 


any) payable shall not be the full duty, but such an amount as would, | 


with compound interest at the rate of four per centum per annum for 
the residue of the term for which the lease was granted, produce the 
amount of the full duty. 

For the purposes of this provision the full duty means the duty 
(if any) which would have become payable if the lease had not deter- 
mined until the expiration of the term for which it was granted, and 
if the total value of the land were at that time the same as it is when 
the lease actually determines. 

. (3) Sub-section (3) of section fourteen of the principal Act shall 
cease to have effect and shall be deemed never to have had effect. 

3. Right of Commissioners of Inland Revenue to appeal against 
decision of referee.] It is hereby declared that the Commissioners of 
Inland Revenue, if dissatisfied with the decision of a referee, have 
under subsection (4) of section thirty-three of the principal Act a 
right of appeal to the High Court against the decision as persons 
aggrieved within the meaning of that provision. 

PART IV. 
Stamps. 

9. Exemption in certain cases of leases from increased stamp duty 
so far as consideration consists of a capital sum.] Where the considera 
tion, or any part of the consideration, for any lease or tack consists 
of any money, stock, or security (other than rent; the amount or value 
of which does not exceed five hundred pounds, and the instrument 
contains a statement certifying that the transaction thereby effected 
does not form part of a larger transaction or of a series of transactions 
in respect of which the amount or value or the aggregate amount or 
value of the consideration other than rent exceeds five hundred 
pounds, section seventy-five of the principal Act shall not apply to the 
duty chargeable in respect of the consideration, or part thereof, whic 
so consists of any money, stock, or security other than rent, but duty 
shall be charged in respect thereof as if that Act had not passed : 

Provided that this section shall not apply in any case where part 
of the consideration for any lease or tack consists of rent, and that 
rent exceeds the sum of fifteen pounds a year. 


Obituary. 


Dr. Spence. Watson. 


The Right Hon. Robert Spence Watson. D.C.L., LL.D., Solicitor, 
of Newcastle, died on Thursday in last week. He was educated at the 
Friends’ School at York and at University College, London, and was 
admitted in 1860. He entered on practice at Newcastle-on-Tyne, and 
for several years devoted himself with much assiduity to his business, 
which, at his death, was carried on in partnership with Mr. W. 8S. 
Burton and Mr. Perey Conder, under the firm of Watson, Burton, 
& Condor. For a long time past, however, Dr. Watson had been 
widely known as an active politician, an able epeaker, and a leader in 
educational and literary matters in Newcastle. From 1862 to 1893 he 
was secretary to the Newcastle Literary and Philosophical Society, 
became president in 1900, and in 1897 wrote its history. He took an 
active part in the establishment of the Durham College of Science at 
Newcastle; and was also vice-chairman of the Governors of the New- 
castle Grammar School, and was elected president of the Armstrong 
College last year. He receiyed the degree of D.C.L. from the Univer- 
sity of Durham, and the degree of LL.D. from the University of St. 
Andrews. His death is greatly lamented in Newcastle. 














Legal News. 
Appointments. 


Sir Wit1am Joun Cromp, of Glenthorn, Harrow Weald, Knt., 
Solicitor, has been appointed Sheriff for the County of Middlesex. 

Mr. Epwarp Lawrance Boyer, solicitor, of Coopers’ Hall, Basing- 
hall-street, London, has been appointed Clerk and Solicitor to the 
Worshipful Company of Coopers, in succession to the late clerk, Mr. 
H. P. Boyer. Mr. E. L. Boyer was admitted a solicitor in 1882, and 
has acted as the solicitor to the company since .1889. 


Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 


JaMes Morcan, THomMAs Henry Broomnmart, and James Hatt, 





eolicitors, Cardiff. Feb. 18. Thomas Henry. Broomhall retires from 
the practice, which will be continued by James Morgan and James Hall, 
at No. 33, St. Mary-street, Cardiff, under the style or firm of James 
Morgan & Co. . . [Gazette, Feb. 24. 
H. J. Cattery and Arraur Epwarp Francts, solicitors (Francis and 
Calley), 106, Bishopsgate, London. Dec. 31. [Gazette, March 3. 


General. . 


The Law Society was represented at the funeral of the late Lord 
Wolverhampton by Mr. R. A. Pinsent, of Birmingham, a member of 
the Council. 

The Civil Service Estimates (Class III.—Law and Justice) were, 
says the Times, issued on Tuesday.’ The total estimated expenditure 
is £4,531,859, a net increase of £89,303, as compared with last year. 

The Surrey magistrates, says the T'imes, have asked Mr. Cave, K.C., 
M.P., to give sittings for a portrait, to be hung in the County Hall, 
in recognition of his services as Chairman of the Surrey Quarter 
Sessions for seventeen years. A replica of the portrait is to be pre- 
sented to Mrs. Cave. 

While examining an old leather portmanteau, which he purehased 


| from a hawker, Isaac Halnosky, of Walker-street, Hull, a dealer in 


second-hand goods, discovered, says the Evening Standard, two wills, 
which have been handed over to the police. It is stated that the wills 
are in favour of Major Constable, one of the best-known residents in 
the East Riding, and were signed by the late Mr. Henry Strickland 
Constable, his father, of Wassand Hall, East Yorkshire, and dated 
1897. 

On Tuesday last, says the Evening Standard, Judge Parry took his 
seat for the first time at the Sevenoaks County Court. Mr. House, on 
behalf of the solicitors practising at the court, after expressing the 
regret they felt at the death of Judge Emden, said they congratulated 
themselves upon having his Honour Judge Parry appointed to that 
circuit. In reply, his Honour said : I need hardly say that I desire to 
associate myself with the words of regret spoken of the late Judge. I 
feel in coming to this court that I have to follow a Judge of great 
eminence, and I can assure you I will do my best to carry on the court 
on the lines conducted as hitherto. If I should wish to make any 
reform I shall only do it after consultation with the Registrar and the 
heads of the profession. 


Mr. Justice Lush, in his inaugural address to the Chester and North 
Wales Law Clerks’ Society, says the Evening Standard, told them that 
he used to take a little Welsh grammar to and fro with him as a 
schoolboy. He conjugated every Welsh verb, and he did what was 
likely to dislocate his spine by pronouncing and parsing and uttering 
all the Welsh nouns. He might suggest that a patient with a weak 
spine should be put through a Welsh grammar. It was kill or cure. 
He rarely went to church or chapel without his Welsh Bible. He took 
in a Welsh newspaper, and what he was most proud about was that 
he wrote letters in Welsh to an old friend who first taught him to shoot 
and fish. Even now, when listening in court to Welsh witnesses, he 
always kept an eye on his interpreter in the hope that he might be 
caught napping. 

On the Ist inst., in the House of Commons, Mr. Rendall asked the 
Prime Minister whether his attention had been directed to the fact 
that on February 14, on the hearing of the case of Smith v. The Lion 
Brewery Co., the House of Lords was constituted of four Law 
Lords, and, their lordships being equally divided in opinion, the 
decision of the lower court stood, and the parties to the case were thus 
put to useless expense ; and whether he would consider the desirability 
of legislation requiring the House of Lords to be constituted of an 
uneven number of judges so as to avoid the Waste of the time of the 
judges and the money of the public. Mr. Aequith said : | am informed 
by the Lord Chancellor that the effect of the equal division of opinion 
in the House of Lords in the case of Smith v. The Lion Brewery 
Co. was that the decision of the Court of Appeal stood affirmed. 
Accordingly the parties. were not put to any useless expense, for the 
decision was effective. It is a very rare occurrence for the House of 
Lords to be evenly divided in opinion, though it has’ occasionally 
occurred there as well as in other courts, and it is not thought necessary. 
to take any legislative step. 


The Times of Wednesday contains a report, which appeared in its 
columns a hundred years ago, of a speech in the House of Commons on 
delays in the Court of Chancery and House of Lords. The speaker said 
that many suitors in the Court of Chancery, who had the justest causes, 
were not able, in the course of their lives, to bring their business in 
that Court to a termination ; and often, when the business was at length 
terminated, the expense of the proceeding ran away with half the 
property. It was a maxim of Magna Charta (for which he should 
always feel great respect) that justice should not be delayed, “ nulli 
deferemus justitiam,”’ and yet delays most ruinous to the suitors did 
perpetually take place. It was not the fault of the noble and learned 
lord (Lord Eldon) who presided in Chancery that there was an immense 
arrears of business in that court. That noble and learned lord did 
everything that was in his power to expedite the business ; but the truth 
was that the business of the country has so vastly increased with its 
prosperity that it was impossible for any one man to go through the 
business which now came before the Lord Chancellor. The business 
of the Court of Chancery was now four or five times greater than it 
was in the time of Lord Hardwicke; and therefore, although formerly 
one man might go through all the business of that Court, it was now 
impossible. In the House of Lords, where the same individual pre- 
sided, as well as in the Court of Chancery, there was an arrear of not 


| less than 300 appeal causes. If even thirty of them were heard every 
| year it would take about thirteen years to go through with them. 


This delay, which under the present system was unavoidable, might 


| and often was made a source of the most grinding and intolerable 
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oppression to individuals. No man was more active in the discharge of 
his duties than the Master of the Rolls, and yet there was an arrear 
of over 100 causes in his court. There were many cases where this 
delay was the absolute ruin of persons whose claims were the best 
founded, but whose cause could not come forward before its regular 
turn. 


In responding to the toast of ‘‘The Halifax Law Society,” at the 
annual dinner of that body on the 28th ult., Mr. J. F. Hirst, the 
president, said that one of the functions the society could attempt to 
perform was to deal with the absolutely scandalous under-remuneration 
of much of the work they did. He was the last man in the world to 
suggest that forthe small man orthe poor man the law should be made 
expensive. There was no fear of that. The working man in Halifax 
could buy his house and have it conveyed to him cheaper than he could 
almost anywhere else in England. He was very glad it was so, but he 
hoped at least that the society might in the future in some way be 
instrumental in doing away with what he believed was an evil. It was 
undoubtedly a scandalous state of things that some of the best work 
they did was the most ill-paid. He dared say the popular notion was 
that lawyers mostly lived by litigation. They did not. They could 
not. The backbone of their work was conveyancing in some form or 
other. If a man went to a doctor and got physic he did not know 
what was in it, but he knew more about the phvsic than many of their 
clients knew of the conveyancing work they did for them. It might 
be well done or ill done, but that would not be discovered for many 
years, and whether it was done well or ill the fee was the same. A 
clause in a will or a mercantile arrangement might eeem simple to their 
clients, but they often called forth the greatest qualities that any pro- 
fessional man could have. The lawyer must be learned in the law, he 
must have a mastery of language, precision in the use of it, experience, 
the genius for taking infinite pains, and often in these parts he must 
be half a mercantile man and perhaps half a financier. He hoped by 
some means, probably by educating public opinion, something might 
be done to bring about a better state of things and to encourage good 
work. It was not the law or the lawyers who made the law compli- 
cated, as people supposed. The complications thev had to grapple 
with were inherent in the transactions themselves. Even a cottage was 
a very different thing from a pack of wool. They suffered many things 
from the hands of the politicians. One idea has been to have registra- 
tion of title, which would be more dilatory and costlv, and would not 
do in the West Riding. Now they were going to facilitate the transfer 
of land in a new wav—by taxing it. The transfer of land was to be 
hedged about with the most complicated conditions of which he had 
ever heard. The only lasting and real reforms in that connection had 
been initiated and supported and carried through by men who practised 
the law. 





Roya Navat Cotitece, Ossporne.—For information relating to the 
entry of Cadets, Parents and Guardians should write for ‘‘ How to 
Become a Naval Officer’’ (with an introduction by Admiral the Hon. 
Sir E. R. Fremantle, G.C.B., C.M.G.), containing an illustrated 
description of life at the Royal Naval Colleges at Osborne and Dart- 
mouth.—Gieve, Matthews, & Seagrove, 65, South Molton-street, Brook 
street, London, W. [Apvr.] 





Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rora ov Reoisraans in ATTENDANCE Oo 


Date Emrsomevcr Arrrat Cover Mr. Justice 
P Pora. No.2 

Monday, March '3 Mr Svnee 

Tneeday cusses 04 

Worrediay ...... 


Mr. Justice 

» Be over. Rwieree Bapr. 
Mr Church Mr Greswell Mr Theed 
Goldachm It Svnee Real Chureh 
Greswell Goldachmidt Borrer Synge 
Thursday ......... Rea! Greawell Leach Go'dachmidt 
x Borrer Peal Farmer Greswel! 
Saturday ...... . Leach Borrer Bloxam Beal 


Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
° Warntroron. Nevirte Panxes. 
Morday, March Mr Leach Mr Goldschmidt Mr Borrer 
Farmer Greawell Leach 
Bloxam Beal Farmer Church 
Theed Borer Bloxam 
Charch Leach Theed 
Synge Farmer Charch 


The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


Mar. 16 —Mesers,. Fasepnoruen, Exvtis, Eerrtow, Besacu & OCo,, at the Mart, 
at 2: Rental! of £449 per annum (see advertirement, page v, Feb. 25). 
Mar, 16.—Mesers, Rogers, Casruan, & Tuomas, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Resi- 
dences (see advertisement, page v, Mar 4). 
Mar. 16.—Mesers. H. B. Foster & Caanyretp, at the Mart, at 2: Reversions, Life 
Policies, &o. (see advertiseme:t, back page, this week). 
April ¢.--Mesers, Desenaam Tewson, Ricn.apsow & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Free- 
Proper’ y (see advertisement. page v, tris week). 
April 3.—Mesers. Tockxsrr & Son, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Residence (see adver- 
tisemect, pawe v, this week). 
April 4—Mesers. Wearnerstt & Gaeey, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground-Rents 
(see advertisement, v, this week), 
Api 6. Mesars. Danian Surru, Sow & Oaxter, at the Mart, at 3: Freshold Build- 
re d (see advertisement, page vi, this week). 
| 6.—Meses. Eowrw Fox, Bovsrre.p, Buawetrs & Bappatey, at the Mart: 
Modern Building and Freehold Building Estat) (see advertisement, page vi, this week). 
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Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette,—Farpay, March 3. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Limrtep 1m Omaworrr. 

Bewsamin Bateos & Co, Ltp—Cred tors are required, on or before April 15, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
Bolton, 18, Soring gdns, Manchester. Lawson & Co, Maneh-ster, solors to liquidator 

Otemusrys & Co, Lrp—Creditors are sired, on or before March 27, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debte or claims, to W. H. Martin 
& Co, 16, King st, Guildball, solors for liquidator 

Coromtat. Ferro-Concarts Syxpicats, Ltp — Creditors are required, on or before 
March $1, torend their names and addre:ses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Stanley Bo. d Shaddick, 59-60, Gracechurch st, liquidator 

Farexotp Ccrrze Proresrizs, Lrp (1s Liqutpatiox)—Oreditors are required, on or 
before May 15, to send their names and addres+es, and th= particulars of the r debts 
or claims to Hen-y Adrian McMahon,’ Wi: che-ter House, Old Broad st. Blackman, 
Greeham House, Old Broad st, solor to liquidator 

Koegaw Waterworks, Lrp — Creditors are required, on or before Apri! 4, to send in 
their names and addre«ses, and perticalars of their debts or claims, to Charles 
Simpson, 31, Copthall av. Ashurst & Co, Torogmorton av, solo-s for |'quifator 

Manceurertr Reverstonary Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or befo:e March 16, 
to sen« their names and addresses, and the parti~ulars of their debts or claims, to 
John Her Jd 4 orthington, 13, Spring gdos, Manches'er, liquidator 

Mrptsmp Eweinereise Co, | tro—C tors are required, on or before March $1, to 
send their names and ad ‘resees, «nd the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
H. W. Brertell, 11, Waterloo st, Brmingham. Edge & Ellison, solors fur liquidawr 

Pomowa Havtaee Co, Lro—Petn for winoing up, presented Feb 37, direoved to be 
heard before the Court, at Quay st, Manchester, on March 1é. Hislop & son, 
Manchester, solors for pet.ers. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named 
not larer than 6 o'clock im the afternoon of March 14 

Paemcer Leap Mixes, Ltrp—Creditors are sega on or before April 5, to send their 
rames and addresses, and the particalars of thir debts or claims, to Wiliam Stenton 
Gibbon, 40, Brazennose st, Manchester. Hall & Co, Manchester, solors for liquidator 

Srawpagp Kriessteusr Co, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented Feb 23, directed to 
be heard March 14. Gedge & Co, Norfo'k st, Strand, solors for the ner. Notice 
of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon 
of March 13 

Trapive Sreamserr Co, Lrp (1m Liqurpation)—Creditors are required, on or before 
April 6, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
c'aims, to J. W. Falconer, 9, Sandhill, Newcastle-on-Tyne, liquidator 

Unsrrep Estate axp Investusyt Co, Lrp — itors are required, on or before 
April 15, to rend their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Mr. Gilbert Courtenay Clarke, 13, Basinghall st, liquidator , 

Vicrosta Devetorment Sywpicate, Lrp (iw Votuntary Liquipation)—Credi'ors are 
required, on or before March 30, to send particulars of their debts or c'aims, to 
H. ©. Bound, 37, Moorgate st, l.quidator 

London Gazette.—TUSDAY, March 7. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liurtep 1m Cuamcsry. 

J. &. Dore & Co (Fiextwoop Eneinesnixne Worxs), Lrp—Creditors sre required, on 
or before April 14, to.send their rames and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to John Potter, London st, Fleetwood. Crosby & Hodson, solors to 
hquidator 

Eneee: ny Correz House Co, Lrnp—Creditors are required, on or before April 25, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts and cl+ims, to 
Willi«m Robertshaw, 1, Burlington chmbra, North at, Keighley. Waterworth & Son, 
Keighley, solors to the liquidator 

Lrvoryrs Co. Lap (tx Votuntary Ligvrpation yor Tae Pugrosz or AmALGamation 
wits tee Macainsay Tevsr Lep)—Creditors are required, on or before April 20, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Edwin Lewis Booty, 183, Fleet st. Minet & Co, 8t Helen's pl, solors for the liquidator. 
Nora.—The liabilities of the Company of which the liquidator is aware, have been 
duly discharged. The above advertisement is inserted formally for the protection 
the liquidator : ; 

?,¢ Srapesat, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before May 2, to send in their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Josiah Stevens, 
€3, Queen Victoria st, liqvidator . 

Wantne & Gittow, Lrpv- Creditors are required, on or before April 18, to send their 
names and add and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
Plender, 5, London Wall bldgs. Ashurst & Co, Throgmorton av, solors to the 
liquidator in 

Ww. % Witxrxsow & Co, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before April 18, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas 
Harrisgn, 31, Mosley st, Newcastle-on-Tyne, liquidator 





Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gasette,—Faivar, Feb. 24. 


Heaes Cotrreny, Lro. 

W. Prawetry & Sore, Lev. 

Weerratta Mount Moreans Goto Mires Co, Lrp. 
Dreatta Crytow Tea Estatz Co, Lrv. 

Surery Syspicats, Lro, 

Muawst Corene Estatzs, Lev. 

P. Q. Syxprcarz, Lrv. 

Daycxzsr°rv Gop Mises, Lp. 

Pottoas Motor Co, Lrp. 

Repvcas Rinxeeiss, Lrp. 

Laycasures a¥p Yorxsurexr Sraam Navieation Co, Lev, 
Netsomw Bareatey, Lrp. 

Dixow Powsszr & Co, Lrp. 

Borwa Miyes Devetopuent amp Acencr, Lp. 
Avcgster Basweryr, Lop. 


| Lowe’s Locetye Botr Co, Lrp, 


New Bawxer Sywpicars, Lev. 

Misive amp Gewerat Surrires Co, Ltp. 
Layepow Daviss Motor Co, Lrp. 
Setenosa Sart Co, Lrv. 

Watonaas Hretenrc Lysrrrers, Lro. 


London Gazette,—Turspar, Feb 28, 


Gatwessy Srsam Sarrerse Co, Lip. 

Be tise Inpusrarss Usempcormenr Issceaance Co Lap. 
Bertiem Cases Co, Lrp (Reconstruction) 

Traeeeor & Co, Lrp. 

Nera-Geyneve Goip Mriyzs, Lap. 

Hewitr's Patera, Lrp. 

Rock Omarwet Sreamente On, Lro. 

Amexicays “ E.0.” anv “ Scacitze” Gosrownsr Co, Lrp, 
W. H. Ecusm, Leo. 

Riace Base Pazss, Lov. 

Bovrxsmovuts Morors, Lrp. 

Sratmrmart ayp Voert’s Comrizx Ont Process, Lrv, 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gasette.—Fxtvar, Mar. 3. 
RECEIVING ORDEBS. 


Arret, Mowraeur J, Pentonville rd, King’s Cross Bigh 
Court Pet Jan8i Ord Feb 28 

Bamusy, Hexay, Shrewsbury, Boot Maker Shrewsbury 
Pet Marl Ord Mari 

Baxres, Grorcz Me.izrsx, Buckingham st, Adelphi 
High Court Pet Feb 8 Ord Feb 25 

-— oo ~~~ Witiiam, > Refreshment house 

Keeper Pet Feb'27 Feb 27 

Buvsr, ant , Breedun on Pros Gill, nr Ashby de la 
Zach, Leicester, Stud Farm Proprietor High Court 
Pet Feb2 Ord Feb 28 

Bowen, Joux, Penrhiwceiber, Glam, NY eed Contract or 
Pontypridd Pet Feb 16 Ord Feb 

Bows, Frank, ey 
Pet Fed 10 Ord Feb 28 

Baers, Groner, St James’s st High Court Pet Jan 6 
Ord Feb 28 . 

Baouxer, James, West Ham, Essex, Tobacconist High 
Court Pet Jam 26 Ord Feb 28 

Canter, Josern Heapert, Kirkburton, nr Huddersfield, 
General Clothier Hudderstield Pet Feb 28 Ord 
Feb 28 


+ Grocer Poole 


iverpool, Coal Agents Liverpool Pet Feb 

14 Ord Mar 1 

Tuomas, Lewis, ) Carmarthen, Underground 
Haulier Carmarthen Pet Mari Ord Mar 1 

Tomurnsox, Henay, Hazelgrove, nr Stockport, Corn Dealer 
Manchester Pet Febl4 Ord Feb 27 

Torr, At¥aep, South Brent, Devon, Baker Plymouth 
Pet Feb 28 Ord Feb 

Turyenr, Jossrpa, South Shields Newcastle on Tyre Pet 
Feb10 Ord Feb 27 

Wanrp.aw, Sir Henry, Forest Hill, Kent, Baronet Green- 
wich Pet Jan 26 Pet Feb 8 

Wess, Joszru, Felixstowe, General Labourer Ipswich 
Pet Feb 27 Ord Feb 27 

Woop, Jous Wittiam, Goole, Yurk, Painter Wakefield 
Pet Marl Ord Marl 

Youne, Samczt, Lye, Worcester, Tailor Stourbridge Pet 
Feb 27 Ord Feb 27 

FIRST MEETINGS. 

Avret, Mortasus J, Pentonville a, \ saad s,Cross Mar 13 
atl Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey 

Baitey, Henay, Frankwell, Shree Cho. Boot Maker Mar 
11 at 12.30 Off Ree 

Baxreas, Greorezr Me.texss, Buckingham st, Adelphi 
Mar l4ati12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carcy st 

Bearvswoatn Joux, Bamber bridge, ur Preston, Whole- 





Comnick, ALFRED, py Tydfil, Collier Merthyr Tydfil 
Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 

CuLiincrosp, U ——e ‘Upper rey | pone Vietu- 
aller High b 7 b 27 

Evans, Soran Aston, ion Wasatch. } AL Birmungbon Pet 
Heb 28 Ord Feb 28 

Fertipcace, Joszra, Not m, Fishmonger Nottiag- 

et Feb 3 Ord Feb 27 


Hares, E V, Birmingham, Builder Birmingham (Pet | 
¥ 


eb 1 Ord Feb 27 
Harais, Miaram, Cardoff, Skirt Manufacturer Cardiff Tet 
Pet red 28 Ord Feb 28 
Hovers, Witttam Samus, Shepton Mallet, | een 
Greengrocer Weils Pet Fed 28 Ord Fcb 2 
Horewetr, Wittiam Warsos, Nottingham, oes Ware- 
houseman Notungham Put Feb 21 Ord Feb 7 
Hoxnux, Jusera Witiam, Linton, York York Pet | 
‘eb 27 Ord Feb 27 


Jacxsox, Nowman Wititam, Lawford, Essex, Company's | 


secretary Colchester Pet Feb 27 Ord feb 27 


Kent, Joun Epwix, Halesworth, Suffolk, Ironmonger Gt | 


Yarmouth tet Feb 27 Ord Feb 27 


Lameext, Witttam Henry, Shepherd's Bush rd, Wine | 


Merchant High Court Pet Feb6 Ord Marl 

Ler, Marcaret, Hulme, Manchester, Provision Dealer | 
Manchester ‘Pet Feb i Ord Feb 27 

Lownpes, Witutam Frepeaick Lownpgs Fairu, Bury, | 

Chesham, Bucks Aylesbury Pet vec 14 OUrd Marl 

Mesevitn, Morea, Aberdare, Coal Miner Aberdare Pet 
Feb 27 Ord Feb 27 

Mosseauay, Ricuasp Harotp, Kinver, Staffs, Coal Mer- 
chant ne Pet Feb ii Ord Feb 28 

Napexs, TsiTraM acclesfield, Gentiemen’s Outfitter 
Macclestie.d Bet I Febli Oid Feb28_ - 

Narsosoveu, Witu1am Jous, Woburn, Bedford, Licensed 
Victualler Luton Pet Mari Ord 

Puipes, 38, k in High Court Pet Jan 18 Ord 
Feb 22 

Paxstow, Rionaep Dicxsoxy, West Kensington park, 
Hammersmith, Stockbroker High Court Pet Jao li 
Oid Mar 1 

Quiex, Wi111am, Liverpool, Baker Liverpool Pet Feb 18 
urd Mar 1 

Ropeats, Jouyx, Pwilheli, Carnarvon, Carter Portmadoc 
Pet Feb28 Ord Feb 28 

Sauspees, Faaxx, Salisbury, Wilts, Plumber Sslisbury | 
vet Feb 27 Ord Feb 27 


Suarva, W1L1L14M, Broadheath, Chester, Grocer Manchester | 


Pet Feb 27 Ord Feb 27 

SILVauwvop, wry » Keighley, Yorks, Fruiterer Bradford 
Pet Marl Ord 

Smita, Gronar, Hughenden, Bucks, Stone Cutter Ayles- 
bury Pet Mari O:d Mart : 

S8uirn, Josern Harry, Aston, Warwick, Gold Chain 
Manufacturer Birmingham Pet Feb 28 Ord Feb 28 

Smita, Revpex, Hasiemere, Surrey, Builder Gui.dford 
Pet Febi Ord Feb ws 

Srepucns, Atpeat Jous, Ross, meoeteah, Dairyman 
Hereford Pet Feb 27 Ord reb 

Srons, James Ernest, Horstead, Norfolk, Farmer Norwich 
Pet Marl Ord Mari 





-_ Confectioner Mar 13 at3 Off Kec, 13, Winckley 
, Preston 

| Bu 4 Haray W, Breedon on the Hill, nr Ashby de la 

| Zouch, Stud Farm Proprietor Mar 13 at2.3v Bank- 

| ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

| Bowgy, Joux, Penrhiwceiber, Glam, Colhery Contractor 
Mar 16 at 11.15 Off Kec, St Catherine’s chmbrs, 

Catherine st, Pontypridd 

Bows, Faaxyk, Winton, Bournemouth, Grocer Mar 13 at 

2.30 St Peter's Small Hall, Hinton rd, Bournemouth 

| Baensanp, Caantas Evenretr, Whalley, Lancs, Baker 
Mar 13 at 3.45 Off Kec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 

Baipors, Groros, St Jame’s st Mari7atll Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Uarey st 

Brookes, James, West Ham, Essex, Tobacconist Mar 14 
at 2.30 Bankruptcy blogs, Carey st 

Cockayne, Farvesick, Derby, Cousulting Engineer Mar 
13.ati2 Off Kec, 5, Victoria bidgs, Londun rd, Derby 

Consiok, AL¥aep, Aberfan, Merthyr Tydfil, Coliier 

| Mar 14 at 12.00 Off Kec, &t Catherine chmbrs, St 
Catherine st, Pontygndd 

Cuiuerorp, Cuanczs, Hampden rd, Upper Holloway, 
Licensed Victualler Mari3 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, 

} Carey st 

Dowyes, Lacey, Ironmonger In, Secretary Mar 1% at 11 
Bankruptcy ‘pldgs, Carey st 

DowwinG, Maney BRank, Beaminster, Dorset, Farmer 
Mar I4 at 12.45 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, 
Salisbury 

E.more, Groros Heway, Oaklands, Chellaston, Derby, 
Land Agent's Clerk Mar 13 at 11.30 Off Rec, 5, Vic- 
toria blugs, Loudon rd, Derby 

Evans, Jons, Aston, Warwick, Baker Mar 15 at 12.45 
Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Kirmingh ym 

Gissos, Sikes Henry, Liverpoul, Auctioneer alar 13 at 
2.30 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Haves, E V, Birmingham, Builder Mar 15at12 Ruskin 
chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

er) Josura Wituas, Linton, York Mar 15 at 2.30 

ff Rec,.The Ked House, Duncombe pl, York 

Jac on, Norman Witiiam, Lawford, Essex, Company's 
secretary Mar 13 at 12,30 36, Princes st, Ipewich 

Jouxsos, E M, Stoke upon Trent, Mer hant Mar 13 at 

| 11.30 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle, Staffs 

Kitsevi, Thomas Re crus, kgg Buck'end, Devon, Archi- 
tect Mar i4at 3.30 7, Buckland ter, Plymouth 

Leaca, Farpesicx Juny, Aikhbam, nr Dover, Farmer Mar 
li at 10.30 Off Kee, 68a, Castle st, Canterbury 

Mapper, Cuaries Burcnar, Bedford, Cab Propri-tor 
Mar l3at3 Off Rec, The Parade, Northampton 

Merevira, Moxcas, Aberdare, Coal Miner Mar 14 at 3 
Off i St Catherine's chmbrs, St Catherine st, P unty- 
prid« 

Nickus, Grorece Jaucs, Birmingham, Commercis! 
Traveller Mar 15 at 11,30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, vcor- 
poration st, Bi:mingham 

| Prreuer, Wituam, Lowestoft, Carter Mar 11 at 12.39 

lf Off Kec, 8, King st, Norwich —--—- 

|| SANDERSON, Wituiam, Barrow in Furness, Furniture 
Remover Marliat11.15 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, 
Barrow in Furness 











—— Grorar Cuar.es, and Howarp Groros Dawsox, | | Cay dumbes 
| Suarps, WILLIAM, Brosdbeath Cheshire, Gevecr Mar 11 
st, Manchester 


Saunpers, Frarx, Salisbury, Wilts, Plumber — léat 12 
Off Catherine 


at 11.30 Off Reo, B 

Suits, Jossrpun Harry, , Gold Chain Manu 
acturer Mar 15 at 12.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Cur+ 
poration at, ham 

Tuomas, Lewis, CT rw Carmarthen, Undergrourd 
Haulier Mar ll at 12 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Cat- 
marthen 

ae Owzs Evwarp, Bangor, Chemist Mar 13 at 12 

Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Travis, A.sert, Gorton, Manchester, Machine Merchant 
Mar liat ll Off Ree, Byrom st, Manchester 

Tysor, Cuartes, and Joun Tyson, Northampton, Boot 
Manufacturers Mar 13 at 12 Off Rec, the Parade, 
Northampton 

Waxes, Tuomas, Little Harwood, nr Blackburn, Farmer 
Mar 11 at 11 Off Rec, 18, Winckley st, Preston 

Wa asiey, Cromwa.t, St ‘Annes on the Sea, Draper Mar 
13 at 3,30 Off Reo, 18, Winckley st, Preston 

Warkis, Davin Wituams, Pontlottyn, Glam, Builder 
Mar 14 at 2.80 Off Rec, 8t Catherine chmbrs, 8t 
Catherine st, Pontypridd 

West, Joszrn, Felixstowe, General Labourer Mar 16 at 
lu Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 


ADJUDICATIONS, 


Bettamy, Ropert Witiuam, Derby, ppteeteant house 
Keeper Derby Pet Feb 27 Ord Feb 

Bewick, Arruva, Redcar, York, Tele "Middlesbrough 
ret Feb 13 Ord Feb 8 

Biat, Rev Doveras, Long acre Salisbury Pet Jan 26 
Ord Mar 1 


Bagyxaxp, Cuarntes Everrett, Whalley, Lancs, Paker 
> Blac — - Feb a ~~ 28 “ 
YLRs, Bent Hewny, pthall av, Mini Engineer 
High Court Pet Jan6 Ord Feb 27 melee: 
ona. & Davip, Oxford st Wigh Court Pet Oct 18 
Ord Fe 

Cantex J usern Heavert, Kirkburton, nr Huddersfield 
ay Clothier Hudderstield Pet Feb 23 Ord 
‘eb 28 

Casur. sip, Sipxry, Luton, Beds High Court Pet Jan 28 
Ond Feb 27 

Connick, Acragp, Merth van Ley sve, Collier 
Merthyr ltydfl Pet Feb 25 Ord 

Caisr, ALrrep Gerores, Gorleston, Norfolk, Fishin; 
Boat Owner (reat Xarmouth Pet Feb 15 
Mar 1 

Daraacott-Brooxe, Lieut Kexywapy Geranv, Dartmouth 
High Court Pet Oct6 Ord Feb 27 

Fexwicke,Gronar Gararp Cuaaces, Siockerston, Leiceste 
High Court Pet Feb 1 Ord Feb 28 

Fis, James, jun, Manchester, Licensed Victualler Man- 
chester Pet Feb6 Ord Feb 27 

Haarais. Mintam, Cardiff, Skirt Manufacturer Cardiff Pet 
Feb 28 Ord Feb 28 

Hopors, Wittiam Samurt, Shepton Mallet, Somerset, 
Greengrocer Wells Pet Feb 28 Ord Feb 28 

Horaox, Jusaen Witttam, Leeda York Pet Feb27 Ord 
Feb 27 

Jackxsuxy, Norway Wiiiiam, Lawford, Essex, Somes 
Secretary Colchester Pet Feb 27° Ord Feb 27 

Joux, Wnaten — Hill, Glam, Grocer Cardiff Pet 
Feb 2 Ord Jan 

Lowrusr, Seosam, Dulwich ame Hill, Surgeon 
High Court Pet Jan 6 on. b 

Mappexs, Cnagies Buicars, bedtord, Cab Proprietor 
Bedford Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb 

Merepits, Moroays, Aberdare, Glam, Coal Miner Aberdar 
vet Feb 27 Ord Feb 27 

Nassoroves, Wittiam Jonx, Woburn, Be’ ford, Licensed 
Vietuailer Luton Pet Marl Ord Mar 1 

Newpeny, Easest Parstov, New Malden, Surrey, Deoor- 
ator Kingston, Surrey Pet Jan il Ord Feb 

Peawmkes, Geonoe, Bedford pl High Court Pet Jan 16 
Ord Mar 1 

Roserrs, Jonx, Pwitheli, Carnarvon, Carter Portmadoc 
Pet Feb 23 Ord Feb 28 

Sauypers, Frank, Salisbury, Plumber Salisbury Pet 
Feb27 Ord Feb 27 

Suanre, Witttam, Broadheath, Chester, Grocer Man- 
chester Pet Feb 27 Ord Feb 27 

SILverwoov Rosert, Damaside, Keighley, York, Fruiterer 
Bradford Pet Marl Ord Mar 

Smitu, Gronce, Hughenden, Bucks, ies Cutter Ayles 
bury Pet Marl Ord Mari 


THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


24, MOORGATS STERSEET, LONWPoW, 


FUND, LIMITED, 


ESTABLISHED In 1890. 





EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS-—LICENSED PROPERTY. 








SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Upwards of 650 Appeais to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the 
direction ano supervision of the Oorporation. 








Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settied by Counsel, will be sent 
t 
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Suirn, Jostra Hasay, Birmingham, Gold Chain Manu- 
facturer Birmingham Pet Feb 28 Ord Peb 28 
Sterutys. Atecar Joux, Ross, Hereford, Dairyman 
Hereford Pet Feb 27 Ord Feb 27 

Sroxt, Janes Euweat, Gorstesd, Norfolk, Farmer WNor- 
wich Pet Mari Ord Marit 

Stroary, Joux, Colchester, Brewer's Traveller, Colchester 
Pet Jan 31 Ord Feb 27 

Svuraxaraap, Daximt Dusaxp, Clapham rd High Court 
Pet Jan 30 Ord Mar 1 

Tromas, Lewis, Ammanford, Carmarthen, Underground 
Haulier Carmarthen Pet Mar 1 Ord Mar 1 

Tomtrmsox, Hawny, Manchester, Corn Dealer Manchester 
Pet Feb 14 Ord Feb 28 

Tors, Atrasp, South Brent, Devon, Baker Plymouth 
Pet Feb 2% Ord Feb 28 

W ene. Josarn, Felixstowe, General Labiurer Ipswich Pet 
Feb 27 Ord Feb 27 

Woop, Jouw Wittiam, Goole, 
Pet Mari (rd Mari 

Younso, Samvat, Lye, Worcester, Tailor 
Feb 27 Ord Feb 27 


London Gazette,—TURSDAY, Mar. 7, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


AMMON, ARTHUR FREDERIC, Bowdon, 
Agent Salford Pet Feb 

Booth, TYNDAL CHARLES BARON, 
Clerk High Court Pet Mar 2 

Borp, WLLLIAM Brown, Darlington, Joiner 
Tees Pet Mar3 Ord Mars 

BROADBENT, MARY ANN, Mountain Ash, Glam, 
grocer Aberdare Pet Mar 3 Ord Mar3 

CARTWRIGHT, CHARLES HENRY, Finsbury pymt, Auctioneer 
High Court Pet Feb3 Ord Feb 2% 

Cocktne, Tom, Huddersfield, Watchmaker 
Pet Mar4 Ord Maré 

Coie, Groner THomas, Great Yarmouth, Boat Owner 
Great Yarmouth Pet Feb 27 Ord Mar 3 

CRUTCHFIELD, CHARLES, Cheshunt, Hertford, Nurseryman 
Kdmonton Pet Febi3 Ord Mar 3 

DAVIES, SAMURBI, Gilfach, Burgood, Glam, 
Merchant Merthyr Tydfil Pet Feb is 

ELLiorr, Groner THOMAS, 8t Mary Church, 
Dealer Exeter P t Mar2 Ord Mar 2 

Parts, WitLiamM, Bulkington, nr Nuneaton, 
Congregational Minister Coventry Pet Mar 2 
Mar 2 

Gower, Lord RONALD SUTHERLAND, Well Walk, Hamp- 
stexd Tunbridge Wells Pet Mar2 Ord Mar 2 

HeERpERT, WILLIAM HENRY, Queen's gate High 
Pet Feb 11 Ord Mar 3 

HILL, CHARLES HERBERT, West Bromwich, Roll Turner 
West Bromwich Pet Mars’ Ord Mar 3 

Hoimes, AkTHUR, Otley, York, Cattle Dealer Leeds 
Mar! Ord Marl 

JENKINS, OSWALD, Little Aston, Sutton Coldfield High 
Court Pet Jan 20 Ord Mar 8 

JONES, MARGARET JANE, Newtown, Montgomery, Grocer 
Newtown Pet Maré Ord Mar4 

Josern, ISAAC, Maesteg, Glam, Miners’ Outfitter 
Pet Mar 2 O:d Mar? 

KING, ALBERT, Rogerstone, nr Newport, 
Newport, Mon Pet Feb 8S Ord Mars 

K REPS, (S148, Liverpool, Hosier and Draper Birkenhead 
Pet Feb 2 Ord Mar 2 

MaAnsn, W H, Holborn, 
High Court Pet Jan4 

Mur, JAMES ANDREW, 
Pet Feb15 Ord Mar? 

Nort; Hon Kowert EpMuyp Thomas Mors, Hounslow, 
Officer Breutford Pet Jan 26 Ord Mar3 

Nortu, Joun, Southsea, Baker Portamouth 
Ord Mar 1 

Quartos, Thomas Henry, Scunthorpe, Fish Dealer ‘it 
Grimaby Pet Mari Ord Marl 

RIMMINGTON, FRED, and Groror RIMMINGTON, 
Batiders Leicester Tet Mar 4 Ord Mar 4 

SANDLAND, Ropert Dicken, Leeda, Instructor in Physical 
Culture Leeds Pet Mar? Ord Mar? 

SASOVSKY, PHILLIP, Whitechapel High Court Pet Mar 2 
Ord Mar 2 

SCHAUMLOEFFEL, JACOB, Leman st, Whitechapel 
Court Pet FebsS Ord Mar? 

Sy¥Ks, WILLIAM, Linthwaite, nr Huddersfield, Farmer's 
Man Huddersfield Pet Maré Ord Maré 

TaaeetTT, Joun, Crumlin, Mon, Collier Newport, Mon 
Pet Mar4 (Ord Mar 4 

TALLEY, WILLIAM JAMES, Southsea, Shipwright Ports- 
mouth Pet Mari Ord Mar 1 


York, Painter Wakefield 
Stourbridge Pet 


Cheshire, 

Ord Mar 2 

Threadneedle st, Bank 
Ord Mar 3 

Stockton on 


Green- 


Huddersfield 


Hay and Corn 
Ord Mar 4 
Devon, Fish 


Warwick, 
Ord 


Court 


Pet 


Cardiff 


Mon, Builder 


Athletic Outfitter’s Manager 
Ord Mar 1 
Rochdale, 


Grocer Rochdale 
Pet Mar 1 


Leicester, 


High 


THOM, FRANCIS WALTER, White Lion st, Spitalfields, Hat 


Trimming Manufacturer High Court Pet Mar 3 
Ord Mar 8 

Urwin, James, Church st, Clapham, Licensed Victualler 
High Court Pet Mari Ord Mar 1 

VIVIAN, Herpert, Knightsbridge, Journalist High 
Court Pet Nov2 trd Mar? 

WATERALL, Horace GronGe, Edgware rd, 
Printer High Court Pet Mar2 Ord Mar 

WRIL, SAMUEL, Finsbury Park rd, Sehasesaie High 
Court Pet Jan 16 Ord Mar? 

Wkricn, Kate Kossirer, Winton, 
Pet Mar 4 Ord Maré 

Wescott, H STaANLFY, Canfeld gdnr, 
broker high Court Pet Dec 16 Ord 

WoopHRAp, Grornes, Leeds, Tobacconist 
Maré Ord Maré 

WES NEL, CUTHBERT, Claughton on Brock, Lancs, Farmer | 
Preston Pet Maré Ord Maré 


FIRST MEETINGS, 
=~ RoBERT WILLIAM, Derby, Refreshment House 
— Mar 16 at ll Off Rec, 5, Victoria bidgs, 
te rd, Derby 
Bewwx, Axrnun, Redcar, York, Tailor Mar 16 at 11,30 
Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd Middlesbrough 


L ~ een 


Bournemouth Poole 


Leeds 





Export | 


| HOLMES, 


Hampstead, Stock- | 
2 


Pet | 


Bourn, TYNDAL CHARLES BARON, Callcott rd, 
Bank Clerk Mar 16 at 12 Bankr ptey bidgs, Carey st 

BuTTon, WILLIAM JAMES, Trowbridze, Wilts, Builder 
Mar 15 at 11.46 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

CARTER, JosEPH HERBERT, Kirkburton, ar Huddersfield, 
General Clothier Mar 16 at 215 Law Society's Room, 
Imperial Arcade, New et, Huddersfield 

Cote, Groner THOMAS, Great Yarmouth, Boat Owner 
Mar 17 at 11.30 Star Hotel, Great Yarmouth 

CoLe, THOMas WILLIAM, Great Yarmouth, Fishing Boat 
Owner Mar 17ati0.45 Star Horel, Great Yarmouth 

CRISP, ALFRED GEORGE, Gorleston, Fishing Boat Owner 
Mar 17 at1l Star Hotel, Great Yarmouth 

ELLioTT, Gzorcs THOMAS, St Mary Church, Devon, Fish 
Dealer Mar 22 at 10.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, 
Exeter 

FAITH, WILLIAM, 
gational Minister 
Coventry 


Bulkington, nor 
Mar 16 at 11 


Nuneaton, Congre- 
Off Rec, 8, High st, 


| Fow.Ler, WILLIAM Henry, Chilson, nr Charibury, Oxford, 


Farmer Mar 15 at 11.30 1, St. Aldate’s, Oxford 

GALLEY, WILLIAM JAMES. Southsea, Shipwright Mar 16 
at 4 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 

Gray, Ceci, OwkN, Birmingham, Dentist Mar 16 at 
11.30 
ham 

HaGus, Georor, Worrall , nr Sheffield, Farmer Mar 15 
atl2 Off Kec, Figtree in, Sheffield 

Heys, JAMES SAmMURL, Pootle, Lanes, Timber Merchant 
Mar 15 at 11 Off Ree, 35, Victoria st. Liverpool 

Hopors, WILLIAM SAMUEL, Shepton Mallet, Somerset, 
Greengrocer Mar 15 at 12 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, 
Bristol 

ARTHUR, 
Dealer Mar 15 at 11 

JENKINS, OSWALD, Aston, Sutton Coldfield 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

JouN, WILLIAM, Kenfie¢ Hill, Glam, Grocer 
117, 8t Mary st, Cardiff 

LAMBERT, WILLIAM HENRY, 
Merchant March 15 at 12 
at 

Leacu, WILLIAM WAINWRIGHT, Leominster, Motor Pro- 
prietor Mariléatl 4, Corn sq, Leominster 

LEE, MARGARET, Hulme, Manchester Mar 16 at 3 
Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

LEWIS, ARTHUR VALENTINE, Kington, Hereford, 
Agent Mar l5at 12.45 2, Offa st, Hereford 

LEY, CLAUDE VAWDRREY, Roseberry rd, Muswell Hill, Mer- 
cantile Clerk Mar iéati12 14, B dford row 

MApP, JOHN ERNEST, Cleobury Mortimer, 
Mar 15 at ’%.15 Lion Hotel, Kidderminster 

Mars, W H, Holborn, Athletic Outfitter’s Manager Mar 
15 atl Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

MOBBERLEY, RICHARD HAROLD, Kinver, Stafford, Coal 
Merchant Mari7 at 12 Off Rec, 1, Priory st. Dudley 

NaDEN, TRISTRAM, Macclesfield, Gentlemen's 
Mar 15 at 12 Off Rec, 23, King Edward st, Macclesfield 

NAHAS, JOSEPH, Manchester, Shipper Mar 15 at Omf 
Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

NorTH, JOHN, Southsea, Baker Mar 16 at 3 Off Rec, 
Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 

Prscio, JAMES, Great Yarmouth, Confectioner 
atl Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Prtipes, 8, Mark In Mar 15 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 

POTTER, MITCHELL EDWIN, Eastover, Bridgwater. Out- 


Bradford rd, Otley, York, Cattle 
Off Rec, 24, Bond at, Leeds 


Shepherd's Bush rd, Wine 


Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey 


Cycle 


Mar 15 


Mar 16 at 11 | JonEs, MARGARET JANE, Newtown, Montgomery New- 


Mar 16 at 3 | 


Off | 


Salop, Baker | 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


t | a. Hewry, Shrewsbury, Boot Maker Shrewsbury 


ELLIor?, George THomaAs, Saint Mary Church, 


| EVANS, JonN, Aston, Warwick, Baker Birmingham 


Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Birming- | 


Outfitter | 


| SCHAUMLOEFFEL Jacos, Leman st, Whitechapel 


fitter Mar 15 at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol | 


PotTs, WILLIAM, Burton on Trent, Builder Mar 16 at 11 
Off Rec, 5, Victoria bldgs, London 1d, Derby 

PResTON, RICHARD DICKSON, Sinclair rd, Kensington 
Park, Hammersmith, Stockbroker Mar 15 at 12 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

QuARTON, THOMAS HENRY, Scunthorpe, 
Mar 15 at 11 Off Rec, 8t Mary's chmbrs, Great 
Grimsby 

RIMMINGOTON, FRED, and GEORGE RIMMINGTON, Leicester, 
Builders Mar 17 at 12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, 
Leicester 

Roserts, JoHN, Pwilheli, Carnarvon, Carter Mar 21 at 
145 County Police bidgs, Blaenau Festiniog 

SANDLAND, ROBERT DICKEN, Leeds, Instructor in 
Physical Culture Mar 15 at 11.30 Off Rec, 24, Bond 
st, Leeds 

SASOVSKY, PHILLIP, Brick In, Whitechapel 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

SCHAUMLOEFFEL, JACOB, Leman st, Whitechapel Mar 16 
atll Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

SMiTH, RevuseEN, Haslemere, Surrey, Builder Mar 15 at 
12 The Hali, Haslemere and District Industrial 
Co-operative Society (Ltd), Clay hill, Haslemere, 
Surrey 

THOM, FRANCIS WaLTER, White Lion st, Spitalfields, Hat 
Trimming Manufacturer Mar 17 at 11 Bankruptcy 
bidys, Carey st 


Mar 20 at 11 


| TOMLINSON, HENRY, Monche-ter, Corn Dealer Mar 15 at 


3.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

TURNER, JOSEPH, South Shields Mar 15 at 11 Off Rec, 
30, Mosley st. Newcastle upon Tyne 

URWIN, JAMES, =. st, Clapham rd, Licensed Victual- 
ler Mari6atl Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

VIVIAN, HERBERT, Knigh idge, Journalist Mar 17 at 1 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

WARDLAW, Sir Henry, Bart, Pearfield rd, Forest Hill 
Mar 15 at 11.30 182, York rd. Westminster Bridge rd 

WATERALL, Horace GeorGs, Edgware rd, Lithographic 
Frinter Mar léati2 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

WEIL, SAMUEL, Fenchurch st, Tobacconist Mar 16 at 1 
Bank: uptcy bidgs, Carey st 

WRLCH, Kate Rossiter, Winton, Bournemouth 
at 2.30 Arcade chmbrs (first floor), 

Westcott, H STANLEY, Canfield gdns, Hampstead, Stock- 
broker Mar i7at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Woop, Jouw WILLiaM, Goole, York, Painter Mar 16 at 
11 Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 

Youne, SAMUEL, Lye, Worcester, Tailor 
Ree, 1, Priory st, Dudley 


Mar 16 


Mar 15 at 12 


Fish Dealer } 





Mari Ord Mar3 
BooTH, TYNDAL CHARLES BARON, Callcott rd, Brondesbury 
Bank Clerk High Court Pet Mar2 Ord Mar 3 
Boyp, WILLIAM Brown, Darlingtqe, Joiner Stockton on 


Tees” Pet Mar 3 Ord Ma 
ALBERT EDWARD, Linthorpe, Middlesbrough, 
Middlesbrough Pet Feb6 Ord Mar3 

BROADBENT, MARY ANN, Mountain Ash, Glam, Green- 
grocer "Aberdare Pet Mar 3 Ord Mar 3 

CARTWRIGHT, CHARLES HENRY, Finsbury pom , Auctioneer 
and Estate Agent High Court Feb 3 Ord 
Mar 2 

CockIne, Tom, Huddersfield, Watchmaker Huddersfield 
Pet Mar4 Ord Mar4 

CULLINGFORD, CHARLES, Hampden rd, Upper Holloway 
Licensed Victualler High Court Pet Feb 7 Ord 
Mar 4 

Devon, 

Fish Dealer Exeter Pet Mar2 Ord Mar 2 

Pet 
Feb 28 Ord Mar 3 

FartH, WILLIAM, Bulkingtor, nr Nuneaton 
tional Minister Coventry Pet Mar2 Ord Mar? 

GEORGE, PHILLIP, Poniardawe, Glam, Colliery Proprietor 
Neath Pet Jan 20 Ord Mar 3 

Gower, Lord RONALD SUTHERLAND, Well Walk, Hamp- 
stead Tunbridge Wells Pet Mar 2 Ord Mar 2 

HILL, CHARLES HERBERT, West Bromwich, Rol! Turner 
West Bromwich Pet Mar3 Ord Mar 3 

HoLmEs, ARTHUR, Otley, York, Cattle Dealer Leeds 
Mari Ord Mar 1 

JOHNSON, JOHN EDWARD, Bolton, Lancs, Builder 
Pet Jan 26 Ord Mar 4 


Pet 


_ Bolton 


town Pet Mar 4 Ord Mar4 
Josernu, Isaac, Caeran, Maesteg, Glam, 
Cardiff Pet Mar2 Ord Mar? 
LER, MARGARET, Hulme, Manchester Manchester Pet 
Feb1 Ord Mar 3 
MOBBERLEY, RICHARD HAROLD, Kinver, Stafford, Coal 
Merchant Stourbridge Pet Feb1l Ord Mar3 
Moss, PeTer Joun, High st, Whitechapel High Court 
Pet Jani8 Ord Mar3 


Miner’s Outfitter 


| MuRDOCH, JAMEs, Landport Hants, Stationer Portsmouth 


Pet Jan 25 Ord Marl 

NADEN, TRISTRAM, Macclesfield, Gentleman's Outfitter 
Macclesfield Pet Feb17 Ord Mar 3 

NAHAS, JOSEPH, Manchester, Shipper Manchester Pet 
Feb4 Ord Mar2 

NICKLIN, GrORGE JAMES, Birmingham, Commercial 
Traveller Birmingham Pet Feb 24 Ord Mar 2 

NORMAN, ERNEST, Dock rd, PT Docks, Grocer 
Chelmsford Pet Jan 10 Ord Mar 1 

PoTTER, HARRY, Norwich, Hosier Nerwich Pct Feb 13 
Ord Mar4 


| QUARTON, THOMAS HENRY, Seman, Fish Dealer Great 


Grimsby Pet Marl Ord Mar 1 

RIMMINGTON, FRED, and GEORGE ee, Leicester 
Builders Leicester Pet Mar 4 Ord M 

SANDLAND, ROBERT DICKEN, Leeds, nucteuster fo Physical 
Culture Leeds Pet Marz Ord Mar 2 

SASOVSKY, PHILLIP, Brick In, Whitechapel, Out of business 
(formerly Hosier) High Court Pet Mar2 Ord wie 
Court Pet Feb’ Ord Mar4 

SMITH, REUBEN, Haslemere, Surrey, Builder 
Pet Feb 7 Ord Mar 3 


Guildford 


| Sykes, WILLIAM, Linthwaite, nr Huddersfield, Farmer's 


Man Huddersfield Pet Mar4 Ord Mar4 

TA@GETT, JoHN, Crumlin, Mon, Collier Newport, Mon 
Pet Mar4 Ord Mar4 

TALLEY, WILLIAM JAMES, Southsea, Shipwright Ports- 
mouth Pet Marl Ord Mari 

THOM, FRANCIS WALTER, White Lion st, Spitalfields, Hat 
Trimming Manufacturer High Court Pet Mar 3 
Ord Mar4 

THORPR, CECIL, Wells st, Jermyn st High Court Pet 
Dec Ord Mar 2 

Urwin. James, Church st, Clapham rd, pees Victualler 
High Court Pet Marl Ord Mar 

WATERALL, HORACE GrorerR, sesame rd, oan 
Printer HighCourt Pet Mar 2 Ord Mar 2 

WELCH, KATE PossiteR, Winton, Bournemouth Poole 
Pet Mar4 Ord Mar 4 

WooDHEAD, _— Leeds, Tobacconist Leeds Pet Mar 4 

d Mar 4 


WRENNALL, CUTHBERT, Claughton on Brock, Lanes, 
Farmer Preston Pet Mar4 Ord Mar4 














Telephone: 602 Holbora. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


FOUNDED IN THE REIGN OF WILLIAM & MARy, 1689. 
ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS. 
To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


LBVEB SUITS IN CLOTH @& VELVET. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners. 
CORPORATION & UNIVERSI1Y GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 

















